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Separate paging Is given to this Part In order that it may be filed 
os a separate compilation. 


life n 

NOTICE 

?rfa fa% rtoi % TRq'sr 2 setrj, 1966 ?pf tmfar ftfa nt: — 

The undermentioned Gazettes of India Extraordinary were published up to the 2nd August, 
1966:— 


Issue No. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


242 S. O. 2309, dated 27th Ministry of Commerce 
July, 1966. 


Open General Licence No. IV — 
Amendment of. 


243 S- O. 2310, dated 
July, 196(1. 


27th Ministry of Labour, Em- Constitution of an Industrial 
ployment and Rehabi- Tribunal in relation to the 
litation dispute between the employers 

of the Visakhapatnam Port 
Trust, Visakhapatnam and their 
workmen. 


S.O. 2311, dated 27th July, Do. 

1966. 


244 S.O, 2312, dated 27th Do, 

July, 1966. 


Prohibiting the continuance of a 
strike in connection with an 
industrial dispute between the 
employers of the Visakhapat- 
nam Port Trust, Visakha- 
palnum and their workmen. 

Arbitration agreements between 
the employers in relation to the 
Madras Dock Labour Board, 
Madras and their workmen. 


( 2313 ) 
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Issue 

No. 

No. and Date 


Issued by 

Subject 

245 

S. 0 . 2313, dated 
July 1966. 

28l1i 

Ministry of Commerce 

Further amendments to the 

Exports [Control) Order, 
1962, 

246 

S. 0 . 2314, dated 
July, 1966. 

30th 

Do. 

Certain directions under the 
Essential Commodities Act, 
1955 . 

247 

S. O. 2315, dated 
August, 1966. 

TSt 

Ministry of Law 

Election to fill casual vacancy. 

248 

S. 0 . 2316, dated 

August, 1966. 

2nd 

Ministry of Commerce 

Amendments in the Second 
Schedule to the Indian Tariff 
Act, 1934. 


ctiM < ?ew?i 3i mUTf 1 ' 3 MM'fD Tj wTfliii m =ri i 41 *1 I <H?3 el T, ?e t-efl T? TPT 


fft^HTT 97 TR ^ qtTtpft \ irirm % TOT TTmf ^ ^ cTlfta 

^ io f^rr ^ rfcrr ^ ^rf?Yi 

Copies of the Gazettes Extraordinary mentioned above will be supplied op 
Indent to the Manager of Publications, Civil Lines, Delhi. Indents should b« 
submitted so as to reach the Manager within ten days of the date of issue of 
these Gazettes. 


MPT S-TWmi (>0 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(tstt stftR-) Mirrr mtw ^ MM iCT Mi 1 arfr (tp* rtttom cri 

urWunTf urn Wi fro? in’ mtV’T srfvrqTptnf • 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Govern- 
ment of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central 
Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories). 


ELECTION COMMISSION, INDIA 

New Delhi, the 29 th July 1966 

S.O- 2383 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section ( 1 ) of Section 13 C 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1950 , the Election Commission hereby 
directs that the following amendments shall be made in its notification No. 429 / 
DL /66 dated the 23 rd July, 1986 , namely: — 

In the Table appended to the said Notification for the existing entries in column 
3 , against items No, 1 , 2 and 7 , the following entries shall be substituted: — 

J. Shri Jagmohan, Magistrate, 

1 st Class, Delhi. 

2 . Shri A. K. Kapur, Magistrate, 

1 st Class, Delhi. 

7 . Judicial Magistrate, 

Karol Bagh. 

[No 429 /DL/OG.] 

New Delhi, the 30 th July 1966 

S.O. 1384.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 2t and sub-section (r) of section 22 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951., the Election Commission hereby appoints, in respect 
of each of the Parliamentary constituencies in the State of Kerala as determined hv the Delimita- 
tion Commission in its order No. 7, dated the 7th May, ^64, and specified in column 1 of the 
Table below, — • 

(a) the officer specified in the corresponding entry in column 2 of the said Table 10 b e 
the Returning Officer ; and 

( b ) the officers specified in the corresponding entry in column 3 of the said Table to be the 
Assistant Returning Officers. 
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Tablb 


Name of the Returning Assistant Returning Officers 

Constituency Officer * 


i 


2 


3 


i, Kasargod . District Collector, 
Cannanorc. 


Tcllicherry . District Collector, 
Cannanore. 


3. Badagara . District Collector, 
Kozhikode, 


4. Kozhikode . District Collector, 
Kozhikode. 


5. Manjcri . . District Collector, 

Kozhikode. 


t. Personal Assistant ('General') to me 
District Collector, Cannanore. a 

2. Revenue Divisional Officer, Kasar- 
god. 

3. District Panchayat Officer, Canna- 
norc. 

4. Deputy Registrar of Co-operative 
Societies, Cannanore. 

5- District Registrar, Cannanore. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections'), Can- 
nanorc. 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 
District Collector, Cannanorc. 

2. Appellate Assistant Commissioner 
of Agricultural Income Tax and 
Sales Tax, Cannanore. 

3. District Labour Officer, Cannanore. 

4. Divisional Forest Officer, Manan- 
today. 

5. Revenue Divisional Officer, Telli- 
cherry. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Can- 
nanorc. 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 
District collector, Kozhikode. 

2. Deputy Registrar of Co-operative 
Societies, Kozhikode. 

3. District Panchayat Officer, Kozhikode. 

4. District Registrar, Kozhikode. 

5. Revenue Divisional Officer, Kozhi- 
kode. 

6. Deputy' Collector (Election), Kozhikode. 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 
District Collector, Kozhikode. 

2, Appellate Assistant Commissioner 
of Agricultural Income Tax and Sales 
Tax, Kozhikode. 

3 - Commissioner, Corporation, Kozhi- 
kode. 

4. Assistant Excise Commissioner, 
Kozhikode. 

5. Divisional Forest Officer, Kozhikode. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Koz- 
hikode, 

1. Persona] Assistant (General) to the 
District Collector, Kozhikode. 

2. Deputy Director of Panchayats, 

Kozhikode. 

3. Revenue Divisional Officer, Malap- 

puram. 

4. Divisional Forest Officer, Xilanv 

bur. 

5. District Registrar, Palghat, 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Koz- 
hikode. 
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1 


2 


3 


6. Fonnani District Collector 

Palghat. 


7. Palghat District Collector, 

Palghat. 


8. Trichur District Collector, 

Trichur, 


9. Mukundapuram District Collector, 
Trichur. 


10. Ernakulam District Collector, 

Emakulam. 


11. Muvattupuzha . District Collector, Erna- 
kulam. 


1, Personal Assistant (General) to the 
District Collector, Palghat. 

3. Revenue Divisional Officer, Otta- 

palam. 

3. Deputy Registrar of Co-operative 

Societies, Palghat. 

4. Appellate Assistant Commissioner of 

Agricultural Income Tax and Sales 
Tax, Palghat. 

5. District Panchayat Officer, Palghat. 

6 . Assistant Excise Comissioner, Tri- 

chur. 

7. Deputy Collector (Elections), Pal- 
ghat. * 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 
District Collector, Palghat. 

2. Divisional ForeBt Officer, Palghat. 

3. Personal Assistant (Land Acquisition) 
to the District Collector, Palghat. 

4. Divisional Forest Officer, Nemmare. 

5. Revenue Divisional Officer, Palghat. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Pal- 
ghat. 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 
District Collector, Trichur. 

2. Deputy Registrar of Co-operative 

Societies, Tnchur. 

3. Appellate Assistant Commissioner of 
Agricultural Income Tax and Sales 
Tax, Trichur. 

4. Divisional Forest Officer, Trichur. 

5. Revenue Divisional Officer, Trichur. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Tri- 
chur, 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 
District Collector, Trichur. 

2. Personal Assistant (Land Acquisition) 
to the District Collector, Trichur. 

3. Divisional Forest Officer, Chala- 
kudy. 

4. District Labour Officer, Trichur. 

5. District Labour Officer, Alwaye. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Tri- 
chur. 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 
District Collector, Ernakulam. 

2. District Panchayat Officer, Ernakulam. 

3. Deputy Collector (Land Acquisition), 
Emakulam, 

4. Revenue Divisional Officer, Ernaku- 
lam. 

5. Appellate Assistant Commissioner of 
Agricultural Income Tax and Sales 
Tax, Ernakulam. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Erna- 

kulam. 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 
District Collector, Ernakulam. 

2. Deputy Director of Panchayats, Ema- 

kulam. 

3. Deputy Registrar of Co-operative So- 

cieties, Ernakulam. 
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I 


2 


3 


12. Peermade . . District Collector, Kotta- 

yam. 


13. Kottayam . . District Collector, Kotta- 

yam. 


14. Ambalapuzha . District Collector, AUep- 
pcy. 


15. Mavclikara , District Collector, Allep- 
pey. 


16. Adoor . . District Collector, Quilon. 


17. Quilon , . District Collector, Quilon. 


4. Revenue Divisional Officer, Muvattu- 
puzha. 

j. Divisional Forest Officer, Munnar. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Ernakulam. 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 

District Collector, Kottayam. 

2. Revenue Divisional Officer, Dcvicolam. 

3. Divisional Forest Officer, Kottayam. 

4. Appellate Assistant Commissioner of 

Agricultural Income Tax and Sales 
Tax, Kottayam. 

5. Divisional Forest Officer, Ranni. 

6 . Deputy Collector (Elections), Kottayam. 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 

District Collector, Kottayam. 

2. District Labour Officer, Kottayam. 

3. Personal Assistant (Land Acquisition) 

to die District Collector, Kottayam. 

4. Assistant Excise Commissioner, Kotta- 

yam. 

5. Revenue Divisional Officer, Kotta- 

yam. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Kotta- 

yam. 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 

District Collector, Alleppey. 

2 . Revenue Divisional Officer, Alleppey. 

3. District Panchavat Officer, Alleppey. 

4. Punja Special Officer, Alleppey. 

5. District Labour Officer, Alleppey. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Alleppey, 

r. Personal Assistant (General) to the 
District Collector, Alleppey. 

2 . District Registrar, Alleppey. 

3. Deputy Registrar of Co-operative 

Societies, Alleppey. 

4. Assistant Excise Commissioner, Allep- 

pey. 

5. Revenue Divisional Officer, Chengan- 

nur. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Allcp- 

pey- 

1. Personal .Assistant (General) to the 

District Collector, Quilon. 

2. Revenue Divisional Officer, Adoor. 

3. Deputy Registrar of Co-operative So- 

cieties, Quilon. 

4. District Labour Officer, Quilon. 

5. Deputy Director of Panchayats, Quilon. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Quilon. 

1. Personal Assistant (General), to the 

District Collector, Quilon. 

2. District Registrar, Quilon, 

3. The Revenue Divisional Officer, 

Quilon. 

4. District Panchavat Officer, Quilon. 

5. Assistant Excise Commissioner, Quilon. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Quilon, 
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I 


2 
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18. Chirayinkil , District Collector, Tri- 
vandrum. 


19. Trivandrum , District Collector, Tri- 
vandrum 


1. Personal Assistant (General) to tile 

District Collector, Trivandrum. 

2. Revenue Divisional Officer, Tri- 

vandrum. 

3. Assistant Excise Commissioner, Tri- 

vandrum. 

4. District Panchayat Officer, Trivan- 

drum. 

5. District Labour Officer, Trivandrum. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Trivan- 

drum, 

1. Personal Assistant (General) to the 

District Collector, Trivandrum. 

2. Appellate Assistant Commissioner of 

Agricultural income Tax and Sales 
Tax, Trivandrum. 

3. Personal Assistant (Land Acquisition) 

to the District Collector, Trivandrum. 

4. District Registrar, Trivandrum. 

5. Deputy Registrar of Co-operative So- 

cieties, Trivandrum. 

6. Deputy Collector (Elections), Trivand- 

rum. 


[No, 434 /KL/ 64.] 


New Delhi , the 4th August 1966 

S O. 2385. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 21 of the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and in supersession of its notiflcation"Ncr 434/POND/ 
63(1), dated the 6th July, 1963, the Election Commission, in consultation with 
the Government of Pondicherry, hereby designates the Under Secretary, Appoint- 
ments Department, Pondicherry, to be the Returning Officer for the Parlia- 
mentary Constituency in the Union Territory of Pondicherry. 

[No. 434/POND/66.J 


New Delhi, the 5th August 1966 

S.O. 2386 —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
13a of the Representation of the People Act, 1950, the Election Commission, in 
consultation with the Pondicherry Administration, hereby nominates Shri G. 
Gopalakrlshnan as the Chief Electoral Officer for the Union Territory of Pondi- 
cherry with effect from the date he takes over charge and until further orders. 

[No. 154/21/66.1 

By Order, 

PRAKASH NARAIN, Secy. 


MINISTRY OF LAW 
(Legislative Department) 

New Delhi, the 1st August 1966 

S.O- 2387. — The President Is pleased to appoint Shrl R, C. Soni, a retired Judge 
of the Punjab High Court, as a Member of the Delimitation Commission, with 
effect from 1st August, 1966, vice Shrl C. P. Sinha, who has resigned his Member- 
ship in the Commission, 

[No. F. I2(7)/60-Elec.] 
A. S. LOKANATHAN, Under Secy. 
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[Ho Wo 1 2 ( 7 ) / 6 6— fRRf l] 
TTo trRo 'TlRRTRR, RRT 6^=1 I 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 22nd July 19(58 

S.O. 2389. — The Central Government is pleased to notify that Maharajkumar 
Arvind Kumar Singhji, son of the Ruler of Udaipur, has been nominated by the 
said Ruler for the pu:pose of entry 2(b) of Schedule I annexed to the Ministry 
of Home Affairs Notification No. 15/13/59- (V) -P. IV, dated the 13th July, 1962 
TG.S.R, 991, published in the Gazette of India, Pnrt II, Section 3, Sub-Section (h). 
dated the 28th Jul>, 1982] 


[No. 16/11/Cfi-P.IV. J 


G. L. BAILUR, Under Secy. 
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New Delhi, the 1st August 1966 

S.O. 2391. — -In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to article 309 
of the Constitution, the President hereby makes the following rules to amend the 
Special Police Establishment (Executive Staff) Recruitment Rules, 1963, namely: — 


1, (1) These rules may be called the Special Police Establishment (Executive 
Staff) Amendment Rules, 1966. 


(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the Official 
Gazette. 


2- In the Schedule to the Special Police Establishment (Executive Staff) 
Recruitment Rules, 1963, against the post of Superintendent of Police — . 

(1) under Column 2, for the existing entry, the following entry shall be 
substituted, namely: — 

"47 (including posts of A.I.G. of Police and Assistant Director)”, and 


(ii) under Column 11, for the existing entry under “Deputation”, the 
following entry shall be substituted, namely:— 

"Suitable officers of the State Police Forces and officers of the Indian 
Police Service”. 


[No. 213/3/66- AVD (II).] 
N. SRINIVASAN, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 2nd August I960 


S.O- 2392. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (2) of article 77 of the 
Constitution, the President hereby makes the following rules further to amend 
the Authentication (Orders and other Instruments) Rules, 1958, namely: — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Authentication, (Orders and other Instru- 
ments) ninth Amendment Rules, 1906. 

(ii) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the Official 
Gazette. 


2. In rule 2 of the Authentication (Orders and other Instruments) Rules, 1958 
for Clause (5) the following clause shall be substituted, namely: — 


“(S) in ihe case of Orders and other Instruments relating to the Land and 
Development Office of the Ministry of Works. Housing & Urban 
Development by the Land and Development Officer or the Deputy 
Land Development Officer or the Assistant Settlement Commissioner, 
or”. 


[No, 3/ 5/ 86-Pub. I.) 


FATEH SINGH, Joint Secy 
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ORDER 

New Delhi , the Qih August 1066 

S.O. 2393.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
5 of the Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1940 (25 of 1948), and in con- 
tinuation of the Order published with the notilication of the Government of India 
In the Ministry of Home Allairs No- 25/12/62-AVD.II, dated the 18th February, 
1963, the Central Government hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of 
members of the Delhi Special Polico Establishment to the States of Andhra Pradesh 
Assam, Bihar, Gujarat, Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Madras, Maharashtra, Mysore, 
Nagaland, Orissa, Punjab, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh and West Bengal, for the 
investigation of offences specified in the Schedule below:— 

The Schedule 

(il Ollences punishable under rule 6 of tho Indian Passport Rules, 1950, 
read with sub-section (3) of section 3 of the Indian Passport Act. 1920 
(XXIV of 1920); 

(ii Offences punishable under section 5 of the Registration of Foreigners 
Act, 1939 (XVI of 1939); 

viii) Ollences punishable under sections 10. 11 and 12 of the Aircraft Act, 
1934 (XXII of 1934) and under any rule made under sections 5, 7, 
8, 8A or 8B of the said Act; 

(Ivf Ol fences punishable under section 14 of the Foreigners Act, 1948 (XXXI 
of 1940). 


[No. 25/9/64-AVD.] 
A. P. VEERA RAGHAVAN, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Expenditure) 

New Delhi , the 3rd August I960 

S.O. 2304. — In pursuance of clause (3) of article 77 of the Constitution and of 
all other powers enabling him in this behalf the President hereby makes the 
following rules further to amend the Delegation of Financial Powers Rules, 1958, 
namely;- — 

1. These rules may be called the Delegation of Financial Powers (Second 
Amendment) Rules, 1968. 

2. In Schedule I to the Delegation of Financial Powers Rules, 1958, 

(a) under the heading “E, Ministry of Education” for item 3 and the entries 

relating thereto, the following shall be substituted and be deemed 
to have been substituted with effect from the 1st day of November, 
1965, namely: — 

“3. Director-General, National Fitness Corps.”; 

(b) under the heading *‘J. Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue/’, 

after item 16 and the entries relating thereto, the following shall be 
inserted and be deemed to have been inserted with effect from the 
21st day of April, 1900 namely: — 

“17. Chief Chemist, Central Revenues Control Laboratory, New Delhi.’’; 

(c) under the heading “K. Ministry of Food & Agriculture (Department of 

Agriculture)”, after item 22 and the entries relating thereto, the 
following shall be inserted and be deemed to have been Inserted 
with effect from the 29th day of December, 1955, namely: — 
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“23. Director, Indian Grassland and Fodder Research Institute, Jhansi."; 

(d) under the heading “L, Ministry of Food & Agriculture (Department ol 
Food)’’, for item 12 and the entries relating thereto, the following 
shall be substituted and shall be deemed to have been substituted 
with effect from the 26th day of July, 1965, namely:— 


“12, Director, Indo-Norweglan Project, Earnakulam,’’; 

(e) under the heading “N. Ministry of Home Adairs", after item 15 and the 

entries relating thereto, the following shall be inserted and be deem- 
ed to have been inserted with effect from the 16th day of May, 1966,. 
namely : — - 

“16. Sector Commanders of the Border Security Force.’’; 

(f) under the heading “S. Ministry of Labour & Employment", for item 4 

and the entries relating thereto, the following shall be substituted 
and be deemed to have been substituted with effect from the 5tli day 
of November, 1965, namely: — 

"4. Director-General, Factory Advice Service and Labour Institutes.”; 

(g) under the heading “X. Ministry of Steel & Mines (Department of Mines. 

and Metals).", for item and the entries relating thereto, the follow- 
ing shall be substituted and be deemed to have been substituted 
with effect from the 7th day of June, 1966, namely: — 

“3. Controller, Indian Bureau of Mines, Nagpur."; 

(h) under the heading “Y. Ministry of transport (Transport Wing).”, 

(i) for item 4 and the entries relating thereto, the following shall be subs- 

tituted and be deemed to have been substituted with effect from the 
12th day of April, 1966, namely: — 


“4. Additional Director-General of Shipping”, 


(ii) after item 9 and the entries relating thereto, the following new items- 
in and 11 (together with the entries relating thereto) shall be inserted 
and be deemed to have been inserted with effect from the 1st day of 
June 1965 and the 16th day of April, 1966 respectively, namely:— 


“10. Chief Engineer and Administrator, Parndeep Pori Project. 

11 Director (Development), Development Advisor’s Organisation, Depart- 
ment of Transport, Shipping and Tourism, New Delhi.”; 


(i) under the heading “AD. Union Territories" (1) under the sub heading 
“(h) Himachal Pradesh Administration" after item 7 and the entries 
relating thereto, the following shall be inserted and be deemed to 
have been inserted with effecl from th e Pith day of March, 196b. 
namely : — 


“8 General Manager Himachal Government Transport, Simla. 


and, 


(2) under the sub-heading "(c) Goa, Daman & DIu". after item 6 and the 
( entries relating thereto the following shall be inserted and be deemed 
to have been inserted with effect from the 20(h day of May, 19b6, 
namely : — 


‘7 Judicial Commissioner . 


[No. 2(5)-E.II(A)/66.] 


K. N, SINGH, Dy. Secy. 
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(Department of Economic Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 1st August 1966 

S.O. 2395. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 53 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Governfnent', pn the recommenda- 
tion of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of section 
9 of the said Act shall not apply to the Catholic Syrian Bank Ltd., Trichur, in 
respect of the immovable property held by it at Thoppumpady, Palluruthy, Cochin, 
Ernakulam District, Kerala State, till the 1st August, 1967. 

[No. F. 16(15)-BC/66.] 



New Delhi, the 4th August 1966 


S.O. 2396. — Statement of the Affair* of the Resent Bank of India a on the 29th July, 1966 

Banting Dspajttmj nt 


LIABILITIES 


R*. 


Assets 


Rs, 


Capital Paid op ... 

5fOO,QOjOOO 

Notes 

. 36 yOO, 08,000 



Rupee Coin 

11,12,000 

Reserve Fond 

8t>yeojtxvxxj 

Small Coin . ... 

3,37,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Long 
Term Operations) Fond 

115,00.00,000 

SiQs Purchased and D if counted : — 

■ a) Internal 




ib) External 

. 

National Agricultural Credit 
(Stabilisation) Fund 

16 , 00^30 000 

(«) Government Treasury Bills 

Balances Held Abroad* 

121,92^42^00 

9,08,34^00 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

20,00,00 000 

Investments* • 

493,90,65,000 


Los ns and Advance* ro ; — 

(I) CeatraJ Government 

(tf) State Governments^; , , 4,60,19,000 
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Deposits: 

(a) Government 

(t) Central '-.overnmeat 
(a) State Lioveir men's 


(b) BBnks 

(0 Scheduled Bank8 . 

(it) Sttte Co-operative Banka 
(at) Other Banks . . . 

(c> Others • • « • 

Bill* Payable ... 

Other Liabilities . . . 

Rupees 


Loans arid Advances to i— 

(i) Scheduled Banks! 

(it) State Cooperative Banksff 
(tit) Others 


2.03.90.0 XI 
1,39,68,91, coo 

4.07.40.000 


132.71.95.000 Leans, Advances and Investments from National Agricultural 

Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund — 

34.50.58.000 (a) Loans and Advances to 

(0 State Governments . 29,40,57,000 

(»i) State Co-operative Banks .... 144048/100 

(tti) Central Land Mortgage Banks - 
(i) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank Debentures 6 , 16 , 04,000 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural Credit 

122.89.68.000 (Stabilisation) Fund — 

5,6949,000 Loans and Advances to State Cooperative Banka 4,64,73400 

6,57,000 Loans, Advances and Investments from National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund— 

296.65.63.000 (a) Loans and Advance* to the Development Bank . 4,09,17,000 

(6) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by the 

34,84 ,62400 Development Bank ...... 

46,99,16,00c Other Assets 40,40,31,000 

9,10,37,68,000 Rupees . 9^0,37,68/00 


4,64,73,000 


4,09,17=000 


4040,31/Mo 


• Includes Cash and Short-term Securities. 

••Excluding investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Tam Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund. 

@ Excluding Loans and Advances from the Nitional Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but iixtading temporary overdrafts to 
State Governments. 

tlncludes Rs. NIL advanced to scheduled banks against usance bills under section 17(4X0) oftheR.B. I. Act. 

tlBxduding Loans and Advances from the Nttional Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and tbe National Agricultural Credit (Stabili- 
■atkm) Fund. 

P*ted the 3rd day of August, 1966? 
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An Account pono tat to the Reserve B*nk of Indlt Act, 1934, foi the week ended Use 29th d*y of July, 466 

Issue Depabtmhnt 


Liabilities 


R». 


Rfr. 


Assets 


Rsl 


R*. 


Note* field in the Banking Depart- 
ment ..... 
No’es In arcuiatiot: . . , 

Total Notes issued 


36,00,08,000 

27,86,52,06,000 


2822,52,14,000 


Total Liabilities 


2822,52, 14,000 


Gold Coin and Bullion 
(a) Held in India .... 
(f>) Held outside India , . 

Foreign Securities .... 

Total . 

Rupee Coin ..... 
Government of India Rupee Securities . 
Internal Bills of Exchange and other cotr- 
mercial parser . 

Total Assets 


115.89,25,000 


161,42,01,000 


277,31,26,000 
90.29,29,000 
2454>9i, 59,000 


2822,52,144x30 


Dated the 3 rd day of August, 1966 . 


P. C. Bhattachaeyya, 
Governor. 

[No. F. 3(3)-BC/66.] 

V. SWAMINATHAN, Under Secy. 


CORRIGENDA 

“In the Statement of Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India as on 
the 8th July 1966. Banking Department, published in Gazette of India dated 
23rd July. 1966 at Part II-Section 3 fit) on pages 2104-2103, the figure against the 
item “Small Coin” under Assets side should read as 2,80.000 instead of 3,80,000''. 

In the Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India as on 
1st July, 1966, Banking Department, published in the Gazette of India dated 
16th July, 1966 at Part II-Section 3fii) on pages 2037-2038, the figure against the 
item ’’Loans Advance and Investments from National Agricultural Credit [Long 
Term Operations'! Fund- — (b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 
Debentures” under Assets side should read as 5,83,77.000 instead of 5,53,77.000, 
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(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

ORDER 

Stamps 

New Delhi, the 13th August 1966 

S.O. 2397. — In exercise of the powers > onferred by clause (a) of sub-section 
(1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby remits the stamp duty will, which the promissory notes to be exe- 
cuted by the Madras Slate Electricity Board in favour of Asea Electric India 
(Private) Limited, Madras, are chargeable under the said Act- 

I No. 13/F. No. 1/41/66-Cus. VII-Stamps.] 
M. S. SUBRAMANYAM, Under Secy. 


CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

Income-tax 

New Delhi, the 2nd August 1966 

S.O- 2398. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 
121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Board of Direct Taxes 
hereby makes the following amendment to the Schedule appended to its notifica- 
tion No. 20 (E. No- 55/1/62-1T), dated the 30th April, 1963 published as S.O. 1293 
on pages 1454—1457 of the Gazette of India Part II Section 3, sub-section (ii), 
dated the 11th May, 1963 as amended from time to time: — 

Against S. No. 7A Delhi f Central) under column 3 of the Schedule appended 
thereto, the existing entry against item 1 shall be substituted by the following: 

“3. Central Circles 1 to VIII at Delhi". 

TNo. 73 (F. No. 55/245/66-I.T, ).] 
V. K, JAYARAMAN, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS 


New Delhi, the 29th July 19G6 


S.O. 2399. — Whereas by a notification of the Government ol India in the Minis- 
try of Petroleum and Chemicals S.O. No. 1287, dated 14th April 1966 under 
sub-section (i) of section 3 ol the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1862 (50 of 1902), the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
.notification for lire purpose of laying pipelines; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has, under sub-section (i) of section 0 
of the said Act, submitted report to the Government; 


And, whereas, the Central Government has, after considering the said report 
decided to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended 
to this notification; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (i) of 
section 6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right 
of user in the said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines and in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the right 
of user in the said lands, shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest 
on the date of the publication of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Com- 
mission free from all encumbrances. 


SlJlIl'.lK'LE 


State — -Gujarat 


District — Kaira 


Taluka — Matar 


Village 

Survey No. 

Acre 

Gantha 

Sq. Yds. 

T 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Navagatn 

577 

0 

8 

78 

5«7 

0 

6 

52 
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I 




2 

3 

4 

5 

Navagam- — 

:onld. 



575 

0 

IO 

3 

« 




565 

0 

16 

21 

U 




564 

0 

4 

90 

)1 




567 

0 

IO 

35 

J.1 




568 

0 

13 

60 

31 




789 

0 

16 

8 

i> 




788 

0 

13 

72 

11 




787 

0 

7 

86 

1 ■> 




785/2 

0 

5 

00 

w 




785/1 

0 

0 

95 

.1) 




715 

0 

22 

00 

3 1 




8 ro 

0 

2 

57 

JJ 




. 812 

0 

O 

67 





813 

0 

II 

1 08 

J5 




906 

0 

II 

64 

I) 




829 

0 

20 

12 





849 

0 

IO 

112 

» 

‘ 



874 

0 

20 

95 






[No. 31(41)/04-ONG/OR Vol-2.] 






V. P. AGARWAL, Under Secy. 




MINISTRY OF 

COMMERCE 







Cardamom 

Control 






New Delhi, the 8 th August I960 



S.O. 2400. — In exercise of 

the powers 

conferred by sub-section ( 1 ) 

of section 

7 of the 

Cardamom 

Act, 1965 (42 of 1965) read with sub-rule (1) oi 

rule 5 of 

the Cardamom Rules, 

1966, 

the Central 

Government hereby appoints Shri S. 

Narasimhan, Assistant 

Director in the Cardamom Board to 

act as Director of 

the said Board for a 

period of five months with effect from the 27th April, 1966. 






[No. F, 

29(31)Plant(B)/66] 






S. BANERJEE, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF MINES AND METALS 

ERRATA 

New Delhi, the 21th July 1066 

S.O. 2401. — In the Notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Mines and Metals, S.O, No. 1884, dated the 16th June, 1966, published in Part II, 
Section 3, Sub-Section (ii) of the Gazette of India, dated the 25th June, 1966 at 
pafies 1837 to 1844: 

at page 1838: 

(i) In line 4, for "Schedule” read “Schcdu'e ‘A’” 

(il) In line 23, for “Central Fharia Block— ‘A’” read "Central Jharia Block 
‘A’” 

(iii) In line 44, for “398 ()” read “398(P)” 

(iv) In line 45, for “473 ( ” read “473 (P)” 

at page 1840: 

(i) In line 3, for “Central Fharia Block— ‘A”‘ read “Central Jharia Block 

— ‘A” 

(ii) In line 35, for “1285(F)” read “1283” 
at page 1841: 

In line 11, for “Bhelatnar” read “Bhelatanr” 
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at page 1942: 

(i) In line 38, for “1255(P)” read “1265(F)” 

line 44, for “241 to 252” read “247 to 262” 

Clii) In line 46, for "284 (P)” read “264(F) ’’ 

(iv) In line 57, for “333“ read “337” 

at page 1843: 

(i) In line 1. for “T-U-V/l” read “T-U-U/l” 

(ii) In line 18, for “Point V/l” read “point U/l” 

(iii) In line 27, for “ough” read “through” 

(iv) In line 45, for “Part comon boundary” read “Part common boundary” 

(v) In line 47, for "1383,89“ read “1385, 1389” 

(vlj In line 48, (alter 1413) for 1462 read "1412’’ and for “13,8” read "1358’ 
(vii) In fine 49, for “1128“ read “1228” and for “1,31” read “1131” 

(viii) In line 50, ]or “1163” read “1165” 

(ix) In line 53, f ir “1188” read “1168” 

at page 1844: 

(i) In line 3, for "D.C.B.A/2” read “D-C-B-A/2” 

(ii) n line 7, for “nr and meet a ont ‘A’” read “Kanchanpur and meet at 
point A/2”. 

[No. C2-20(6)/65.] 


New Delhi, the 5th August 1966 

S.O. 2402. — In the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Mines and Metals S.O. No. 1632, dated the 21st May, 1966, published in the 
Gazette of India, dated the 4th June, 1966, Part II, Section 3, Sub-Section (ii) at 
pages 1497 to 1498, at page 1497, in line 12 — 
lor “1st June, 1865". 
read “1st June, 1£66”. 

[No. C2-20(13)/64.] 
RAM SAHAY, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH & FAMILY PLANNING 


(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 5th August I960 

SO. 2403. In exercisa of the powers conferred by clause (0) of rule 2 oi 

•ho Indian Port Health Ru es, 1955, and clause (9) of ru,e 2 of the Indian Air- 
craft (Public Health) Rule,, 1954, and in supersession of the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Health No- F. 14-3/61-IH dated the 28th 
June, 1961, the Central Government hereby declares the following countries as 
areas infected with yellow fever, namely:— 


AFRICA 

Angola, Bechuanaland, Burundi, Central African Republic, Chad, Congo 
(Brazzaville), Democratic Republic of Congo, Dahomey, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, 
Ghana, Guinea, Ivory Coast Federal Republic of Cameroons, Kenya, Liberia, Mali. 
Malawi. Mauritania, Niger, Nigeria, Portuguese Guinea, Rwanda, Sao Tome and 
Principe, -Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somali Republic. Spanish Guinea, Sudan (South 
of 15"N), Tanzania, Togo, Uganda, Upper Volta, Zambia, 

AMERICA 

Bolivia Brazil, British Honduras, Guyana. Colombia. Costa RIceu Ecuador, 
French Guiana, Guatemala, Honduras. Nicaragua, Panama, Panama-Canal, Peru, 
Surinam. Trinidad and Tobago, Venezuela, [No _ F 19 . 2 /6fl-IH.] 

AMAR NATH VARMA, Under Secy. 
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MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT AND AVIATION 
(Department of Transport, Shipping and Tourism) 

(Transport Wine) 

Ports 

New Delhi, the 2nd August 1966 

SO. 2404. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 122 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Central Government hereby proposes to make 
the following rules to amend the Major Port Trust (Payment of Fees and 
Allowances to Trustees) Rules, 1963 and as required by sub-section (2) of the said 
section the same are hereby published for the information of persons likely to 
be affected thereby. 

2. Notice is hereby given that the draft rules will be taken into consideration 
on or after the 10th September. 1966, Any objections or suggestions which muy 
be received with respect to the said draft on or before the date so specified shall 
be taken into consideration by the Central Government. 

Draft Amendment 

1, These Rules may called the Major Port Trust (Payment of Fees and 
Allowances to Trustees) Amendment Rules, 1966. 

2. For rule 3 of the Major Port Trust (Payment of Fees and Allowances to 
Trustees) Rules, 1963, the following rule shall be substituted, namely: — 

“3. Every Trustee of the Port Trust Boards of Cochin, Kandla and 
Vishakhapatnam, other than the Chairman, Deputy Chairman or any 
other Trustee who is a servant of the Central or the State Govern- 
ment, shall be entitled to a fee of rupees twenty five each for 
attendance at each ordinary or, special meeting of the Board and 
rupees fifteen each for attendance at each meeting of any Committee 
appointed by the Board under sub-section (1) of section 17 of the 
Act at which a quorum is present and business is transacted and 
which he attends from the beginning to the end thereof: 

Provided that the aggregate amount of fees payable to any Trustee in res- 
pect of the meetings held during any month shall not exceed rupees 
one hundred and fifty.” 

[No. F. G-PG(60)/65.] 
N. S. GHOSH, Under Secy. 



MINISTRY OF EDUCATION \\ 

New Delhi , the 2nd August 1966 

S.0,2405. — Whereas the Central Government considers that the antiquity specified in the schedules below ought not to be moved from the place where 
it is without the sanction of the Central Government ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers, conferred by sub-section (i)of section 25 of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Ranuins 
Act, 1958, (24 of 1958) the Central Govt, hereby directs that the said antiquity shall not be moved from the place where it is without the written permi- 
ssion of the Director General of Archaeology. 

The Schedule 


S.No. 

State 

District 

Tehsil 

Locality 

Description of antiquity 

Ownership 

Remarks. 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


1 Madhya Pradesh . Satna 


Nagod 


Near village 
Pataora 


The sculpture shows a prince seated and Shri Lai Singh and 
playing on a vino, and two men danc- Shri Gopal Singh 
ing. It bears two inscriptions in the local thakurs of 
Brahmi script of Sunga period, which village Pataora 

read respectively : Vambumanoavayesa 
Jackson and vedisa ayamaya dona Tana . 


Originally from Bharhut, 
the sculpture of is now 
studded as a beam over 
two pillars of the chhatri 
on the outskirts of village 
Pataora. The sculpture 
has been published by 
Gen. Cunningham in 
Stupa of Bharhut, plate 
26, figure 8. 


[No. F. 8-20/66 -C2] 
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S f* 2406 Whereas tie Central Government considers that the antiquities specified in the Schedule below ought not to be moved from the place 

where they are without the sanction of the Central Government. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (i)of Section 25 of the A ncien t Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Remains 
Act, 1958 (24 of 1958), the Central Government hereby directs that the said antiquities shall not be moved from the place where they are except with 
the written permission of the Director General of Archaeology. 

The Schedule 


SLNo. 

State 

District 

Tehsil 

Locality 

Description of the antiquity 

Ownership 

Remarks. 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 



1 Madhya Pradesh . Satara 


Nagod 


Bhatanwara A rail pillar with a central modallion 
presenting a royal group or assembly 
and a horse, with the half-medallion 
on top showing a woman just above a 
curtain. On the other side of the 
pillar the half-medallion presents 
a similir pattern but a man substi- 
tuting the woman, and the central 
medallion shows a scene of a prince 
shooting in the shy. Above this is an 
inscription in Brahmi script of the 
Suagi Period ;tnorgira?>iij<ilimiasadana. 
Size 90" 12 1/2 x 10 1/2". 


Disputed sculptures 
claimed by the follo- 
wing brothers Unni- 
la Pratap Singh, 
Virendra Pratap 
Singh, Kanwar Shri 
Pratap Singh aml_J 
Vijay Pratap Sir gh, • 


Originally from Bharhut, 
these sculptures are now 
fitted into the masonry of 
the Garhi at Bhatanwara, 
wherein Shri Urmila Pra- 
tap Singh is now tesid- 
ing. 


2 Madhya Pradesh . Satna Nagod Bhatanwara A rail pillar showing a rider on horse-fish As above. Asabove 

in the central medallion on one side 
and on the other two carbs clut dung 
two men. There is also an inscrip- 
tion in Brahmi Script of the Sunga 
period, which reads : Karaskakaia 
utaragadhikasa thabhoda, Si2e 65 ¥ x 
Hi" X 12". 


3 Madhya Pradesh . Satna Nagod Bhatanwara A coping piece with central portion well- Asabove. Asabove. 

preserved, showing in the bights of the 
Kaipovalli; mo untain climbers and 
elaborate kanthi or necklet and ear- 
rings both circular one3 and a long 
karcmmseshuma. Towards one end. 


S 

T 


2332 THE GAZEfTE OP INDIA = AUGUST' id, 1966/SRAVANA 22, 1888 [p. 







the tail of an elephant is visible though 
the rest of the figure has been chiselled 
off for using the piece as a beam. 

This is also fixed as beam over capi- 
tals of two pillars, size: 56' x r 2' x 
i 3 i". 


4 Madhya Pradesh 

Satna 

Nagod 

Bhatnawara 

A coping piece., covered with aqcumula- 

tei dirt and dust but showing a series As above 
of lotuses and a row of bells, a comm on 
mottfatBharhut.Si2e:7i" Xi^i" X 
i 3 i'- 

As above. 

5 Madhya Pradesh 

Satna 

Nagcd 

Bhatnawara 

Octagonal shaft of a pillar with an As above 
inscription in three hue in Brahmi 
script of Sunga period which reads: 

Suganara agaraja Ufrana. Size : 56". 

As above 


[No F. 8 - 20 / 65 -C 2 .J 


I 


u> 

UJ 
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S.O^«7' — Whereat the Central Governments Cormiers that tie anriqriry specified in the schedule beiow ought not to be moved from the place 
where it is without the sanction of the Central Government . 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the s ib -section (i) of section 25 of the Ancient Monument and Archaeological Sites and 
Remains Act, 1958, (24 of 1958), the Centra] Government her eby direct* that the said antiquity shtil not be moved from the place where it is without the 
written permission of the Director General of Archaeology. 

The Schettui-e 


SLNo. Sate District Tehsil Locality Descriptien of antiquity Ownership Remarks 


1 Delhi. 


Delhi 


National Afectangolar panel from Bharhut depict- ShriB.P. Sharma, 
Museum, ing the relics of Buddha being carried 34, South Patel Na- 
NewDeftri. on elephants after the division of gar. New Delhi 
reiics. It is in two fragments. Size 
of left-hand piece: 48}" x n£". 

Size of right-hand piece: 52 J Xll£'' 


The panel for the pur- 
chase of which the Na- 
tional Museum is nego- 
tiating, is said to have 
been purchased by Shri 
B. P. Sharma from Shri 
Urmia Pratap Singh, 
now residing in the 
Garhi at Bhatnawara 
Tehsil Nigod, District 
Satna, Madhya Pradesh. 


[No F. 8-20/66-C2.] 
A. S. TALWAR, Under Secy. 
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New Delhi, the 2nd August 1966 

, S.O.2408.-I„ excise of the powers conferred by Clause (b) of Sub-Section 

(2) of Section S of the University Grants Commission Act, 1956 (3 of 1956) the 
Central Government hereby reappoints, with immediate effect Shri P. N. Kirpal 
Secretary, Ministry of Education, Government of India, as a member of the Uni- 
versity Grants Commission for a term of six years or till he continues to hold his 
present office, whichever is earlier, 

[No. F. 9-34/66-U2.] 
G. K. CHANUIRAMANI, Addi. Secy. 


AftCHAKOI.OGY 

New Delhi, the 4th August 1966 

S.O. 2409. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that the ancient 
anl historical monument specified In the Schedule to this notification has ceased 
to be of national Importance. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 35 of the Ancient 
Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Remains, Act, 1958 (24 of 1958), the 
Central Government hereby declares that the monument aforesaid has ceased to 
be of national Importance for the purposes of the said Act. 

The Schedule 


SI. State District Locality Name of Protection, notification 

No. the No. and date 

monument (i) Preliminary 
Oil) Confirmatory 
(iii) Subsequent if any 


t Delhi . Delhi Ridge Hindu (i) DL 7911 Edu., dated 

Rao’s 23-10-1913. 

House (ii) DL 9058 Edu., dated 
u-12-1913 Chief Co- 
mmissioner, Delhi. 


[No. F 4-23/66 C I ] 
SHARDA RAO (Mm.) 
Assistant Educational Adviser. 


DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

PUBLIC NOTICE 
New Delhi, the 4th August 1966 

S.O. 2410. — Notice under Section 10(1) of Delhi Development Act, 1057 (No. 
61 of 1957) read with rules 5 and 15 of the Delhi Development (Master Plan and 
Zonal Development Plan) Rules, 1959. 

Notice Is hereby given that 

(a) a draft of the zonal development plan for each of the following zones: — 
(1) A-7 (Motia Khan), 
tii) B-3 (New & Old Rajindcr Nagar), 

(iii) C-16 (Vijay Nagar), C-17 (Rana Pratap Bagh), 
fiv) D-7 (Purana Qila) 

(v) D-15 (Lodi Road) and D-16 (Dayal Singh College — Wireless Station), 
has been prepared; and 

(b , a copy thereof will be available for inspection at the following offices 
between the hours of 11 a.m. and 3 p.m. on all working days except 
Saturdays, till the date mentioned in paragraph 3 hereinafter:— 

(1) Office of the Delhi Development Authority, Delhi .Vikas Bhawan, I.P, 

Estate, New Delhi, 

(2) Office of the New Delhi Municipal Committee, Town Hall, New Delhi. 

(3) Office of the Delhi Municipal Corporation, Town Hall, Delhi-6; and 

(4) Office of the Executive Officer, Delhi Cantonment Board, Delhi Cantt. 

2. Objections and suggestions are hereby invited with respect to these draft 
zonal development plans. 
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3. Objections or suggestions may be sent In writing to the Secretary, Delhi 
Development Authority, Delhi Vikas Bhawan, "D” Block, New Delhi by the 12th 
September, 1966. 

Any person making an objection or suggestion should also give his name and 
address, 

[No. F. 4(20)/68-W.D.] 
B. C. SARKAR, Addl. Secy. 

MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING 

New Delhi, the 23rd July 1966 

S.O. 2411 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 5(1)^ of the 
Cinematograph Act, 1952 and sub-rule [31 of rule 8 read with sub-rule 2 of rule 
9 of the Cinematograph (Censorship) Rules, 1958, the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri C. A. Vasudevan after consultation with the Central Board of Film 
Censors as a member of the Advisory Panel of the said Board at Madras with 
immediate effect. 

[No. 11/3/05-FC.l 
KARTAR SINGH, Under Secy. 

New Delhi, the 27 th July 1986 

S O, 2412. — in exercise of the powers conferred bv rule 10 of the Cinematograph 
f Censorship") Rules, 1958. the Central Government is pleased to anpoint Shrl V. S. 
Shroff, as Secretary to the Chairman, Central Board of Film Censors with effect 
from the afternoon of 2nd Jtilv, 1988. on relinauishment of charge of the post of 
Additional Regional Officer, Central Board of Film Censors. 

I [No. 2/30/6B-FC.] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 1st August 1966 

S. O. J413 — Jn mrsuaocc of the directions issued under the provisions of the enactments 
s pecified in the First Schedule annexed hereto'the"’ Central Government after considering the re- 
commendations of Oie F'"im Advisnrv Board, Bombay hereby approves the films specified in column 
2 of the Second Schedule annexed hereto in all their language versions to be of the description spe- 
cified against each in column 6 of the said Second Schedule. 

The First Schedule 

(1) Sub-Section 84) of the Section 12 and Section 16 of the Cinematograph Act, 
T952 (Central Act XXXVII of 1952). 

(2) Sub-Section (3) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Bombay Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 
1953 (Bombay Act XI of 1953). 

(3) Sub-Section (a") of Section « and Section 9 of the Saurashtra Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 
1953 (Saurashtra Act XVII of 1953). 

The Second Schedule 


SI. Title of the film Length Name of the Name of Whether a Scientific 

No. 35 mm Applicant the film or a film intended 

Producer for educational purposes 
or a film dealing with 
news and current events 
or documentary film 


I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

T 

Maharashtra News’ 

289M 

Director of Pub- 


Film dealing with news 


No, 169 ('Marathi 1 

licitv, Govt, of 


and current events (For 


and Hindi) 


Maharashtra, 


release in Maharashtra 



Bombay 


Circuit only). 

2 

Piktc Tasa Viirte 

230M 

Do. 


Film intended for educa- 


Part I (Marathi 



tional purposes (For 





release in Maharashtra 
Circuit only). 


3 

Pikte Tasa Viirte 

293M 

Do. 


'Do. 


Part II (Marathi) 




4 

Kaveencha' Kavi- 

370M 

Do. 


Do. 


Keshavsut (Ma- 
rathi). 






[No. F. (24/1/66-FP App. m3] 
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S. O. J414. — In pur: .ance of the directions issued under the provisions of each of the enact- 
ments specified in the First Schedule annexed hereto, the Centra] Government after considering 
the recommendations of the Film Advisory Board, Bombay hereby approves the film specified in 
column 2 of the Second Schedule annexed hereto in Gujarati \ersion to he of the description 
specified against it in column 6 of the said Second Schedule. 

The First Schedule 

(1) Sub-Section 4 of the Section 12 and Section 16 of the Cinematograph Act, 19*52 (Central 
Acc XXXVII of 1952). 

(2) Sub-Section (3) of Section 5 an 1 Secrio 1 9 of the Saurashtra Cinemas f Regulation) Act , 
1953 (Saurashtra Act Xvil of 1953). 

(3) Sub-Section (4) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Bombay Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 1953 
(Saurashtra Act XVII of 1953). 


The Second Schedule 


SI. Title of the film Length Name of the Name of Whether a Scientific film 
No. 35mm Applicant the or a film intended for 

Producer educational purposes 
or a film dealing with 
news and current events 
or a documentary film 


r 2 3 

4 

5 

6 

I Mahltlchitra No.' 289M 

Director of Infor- 


Film dealing with news 

68. 

mation, Govern- 
ment of Gujarat, 
Ahmedabad. 


and current events (For 
release in Guiarat Cir- 
cuit only), 

2 Mahitichitra No. 263M 
69. 

Do. 


Do. 


[No, F. 24/1/66-FP App. 1 1 14.] 


S. O. 2415.— In pursuance of the directions issued under the provisions of each of the enact- 
ments specified in the First Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government after considering 
the recommendations of the Film Advisory Board, Bombay hereby approve the film specified in 
column 2 of the Second Schedule annexed hereto in Hindi version to be of the description specified 
against it in column 6 of the said Second Schedule. 

The First Schedule 

Sub-Section (4) of Section 5 of the Uttar Pradesh Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 1955 (Uttar 
Pradesh Act No. 3 of 1956). 


The Second Schedule 


SI. Title of the film 
No. 


Length Name of the 
35 mm Applicant 


Name of Whether a Scientific 
the film or a film intended for 

producer educational purposes 

or a film dealing with 
news and current events 
or a documentary film 


1 2 3 


4 5 6 


1 Veer Spoot 
(Hindi). 


282* JSM Director of Infor- 
mation, Govern- 
ment of Uttar 
Pradesh, Lucknow. 


Film intended for educa- 
tional purposes (For 
release m U.P. Circuit 
only). 


[No. F. 24/1/66-FP App. 1115.] 

B. GHOSE, Under Secy. 
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DEPARTMENT 07 COMMUNICATIONS 
(P. & T. Board) 

New Delhi, the 6th August 1906 

S.O. 2416. — In pursuance of para fa) of Section III of Rule 434 of Indian 
Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by S.O- No. 627 dated 8th March, I960 and 
in supersession of pievious notification dated 18th April 1960, the Director-General 
Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 8th May 1906 as the date on which 
the Measured Rate System came In force in Shahjahanpur Telephone Exchange. 

[No. 5-24/ 66-PHB. ] 
D. R. BAUD, 

Assistant Director General (PHB). 


(toF-rit art 4) 

fceeft, 6 VRFA 1 966 

tiro 2417 — ntfkhm *rr£?T ttrsu 62 7, farre s rtv, 
i960 sim trnj; 3(rt Hrcrta utt faq-RUFft 1951 % fazm 434 % 

irw (t) m 5?? Frqr is sura - , 1966 m\ frour 

qfsr.-j^r' tt jtt yrr-TiT Rvrfa^rT f’lF srrr ^ wfirTf^r tut 5 

% STfUEURTV RRlfha <T ipifRft fafffar 0 I960 

^ffr vf | 

[R° 5-24/66-^9 T^fo 
ita !RTo JTjJcT, 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2nd August 1966 

8 O. 2418,— IDRA/8/68. — In exercise of the nowers conferred bv Section 0 of 
the Industries (Development and Regulation) Act, 1951 (65 of 1951) read with 
Rules 5(1) and 8 of the Development Councils (Procedural) Rules, 1952, the 
Central Government hereby amioints till the 20th March 1968, S/Shrl M. R. Krishna 
and Dinen Bhattacharva. M.Ps,, to be members of the Development Council 
established by the Order of the Government of India in the Ministry of Industry 
No. S.O. 940, dated the 21st March, 1966. for the scheduled Industries engaged in 
the manufacture or nroduction of Automobiles, Automobile Ancillary Industries, 
Transport Vehicle Industries, Tractors and Earth-moving Eouinment and Internal 
Combustion Engines, and directs that the following amendments shall be made 
in the said order, namely: — 

In the said order:— 

(i) for the name “Shri K. N. Talwar” in entry No. 11, the name ‘‘Shri W. N. 

Talwar” shall be substituted. 

(ii) for the name. “Shri I odd” in entry No- 25, the name, “Shri S. G. Laud” 

shall be substituted. 

fiii ) for entrv No 27. relating to Shri H. C. Mathur, M.P., following entry 
shall be substituted, rrnmelv: — 

27 Shri M. R. Krishna, M.P., 7, Ferozshah Road, New Delhi-1. 

(iv) The following entry shall be added as entry No. 30, namely:— 

30 ShH Dinen Bhattacharva M.P„ General Secretary. Hindustan Motor 
Works Union, Battola Lane, P.O. Bhadrakali, Hooghly, W, Bengal. 

[No. l(93)/65-A.E,Ind. (I).l 
S. R. KAPUR, Under Secy 
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(Indian Standards Institution) 

New Delhi, the 28tJi July 1966 

S.O. 2419^111 pursuance of sub- regulation (2)and (3) of regulation 3 of the Julian Standard 
Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955* the Indian Standard Institution hereby 
notifies that the Indian Standard(s), particulars of which are given in the Schedule hereto annexed, 
have been established during th e period 1 July to 15 July 1966. 

The Scheduip 


Si. No. and Title of the 

No. No. and title of the Indian Stan Indian Standard or Brief Particulars 
dard Established standards if any 

superseded by the 
new Indian Standard 


(t) 


(*) 


0 ) 


(4) 


1 IS 1436 (Part II) — 1965 Methods IS 1436^953 Methods ThiB standard prescribes the 

for sampling of coal and coke for samoling of coal methods for sampling of coke 

Part II sampling of coke and coke f tentative) front normal consignments. 

(revised). (Price Rs 2^50) 

2 IS :959-i96fi Specification for 18:959-1958 Specifl- This standard covers the re- 

electric so}dering (rons (revised) cation for electric quirements and mcthodB of 

spidering irpng teBt for electrically heated 

soldering irons designed for 

connection to supplies at vol- 
tages not exceedings 2J0 v, 
ac single phase 50 c/s or dc. 
(Price Rs. 2- jo). 

3 f IS 1167-1965 Specification for 18:1167—1957 Sped- This standard prescribes the 

paipln (edible quality (wised) flcatlon for edible requirements and the me, 

casein, thods of test for casein of 

edible quality. (Price Rs. 5-00 


4 18:1658-1966 Specifla«t|on for 181658-1960 Sped- This standard covers the essen- 
flbre hardboards (revised) fication for fibre tlal requirements of fibre 

hardboards hardboards for general pur- 

poses. (Price Rs 3-00). 


5 18:2786-1965 Specification for 

ceramic dielectric capacitors; 
type II. 


This standard prescribes the 
requirements and methods of 
tests for judging the mechanical 
electrical and climatic pro- 
perties of ceramic dialectic 
capacitors, intended for use 
in electronic and ' telecom- 
mu nication equipment. 

Capacitors for radio frequency 
currents exceeding 1 A and 
those for reactive power ex- 
ceeding jo var are not covered 
by this standard. (Price 5-00) 


6 18:2835-1965 Specification fur 
transparent sheet glass 
(selected quality). 


This standard prescribes the 
requirements and methods of 
sampling and test for trans- 
parent sheet glass of selected 
quality intended to be used 
for the manufacture of safety 
glass and silvered glass mirrors. 
(Price 2-50). 




7 IS :3 2 ^7-i 9 ( ’S General require- 
ments for anchors 


8 IS .‘33.29-1965 Specification for 
gents’ cotton socks (made on 
hand-driven machines' 


9 15:3395-1965 Specification for 
low density polyehylene ma- 
terials for moulding and ex- 
trusion 


This standard lays down the 
general requirements for an- 
chors for ships’ use and harbour 
use. (Price Rs 3-00) 

This standard prescribes the 
constructional details and 
other particulars of scoured, 
bleached or dyed, seamless 
gents’ cotton socks knitted in 
plain, rib or fancy stitches on 
hand-driven machines, 

(Price Rs 4 ’00) 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements and the methods 
of sampling and te9t for low 
density polyethylene moulding 
and extrusion ■* materials of 
density varying from O' 915 
to 0-925 g/ml at 23 °C and 
having melt flow index not 
exceeding 70. (Price Rs 2-00) 


10 18:3412-1965 Specification for 
electric water boilers 


11 18:3416-1966 Method for quan- 
titative 'Chemical analysis of 
mixtures of polyester fibres 
with cotton or regenerated 
cellulose. 


t2 IS (3423-1965 Specification for 
glass containers for trans- 
fusion fluids 


13 10 (3437-1900 General require- 

ments for electronic volt- 
meters (Pointer indicator type) 


14 IS 13459-1966 Specification for 
small wire ropes 


This standard covers the re 
qnirements and methods of 
test for electric water boilers 
of rated loading not exceeding 
5 • 0 kW and for connection to 
supplies at voltages not ex- 
ceeding 250 V, ac single- 
phase 50 c/s or dc. 

(Price Rs 2 • 50) 

This standard prescribes a 
method for quantitative che- 
micals analysis of mixture of 
polyester fibres and cotton or 
regenerated cellulose fibre in 
any form, suh as fibre, yafn 
or fabric, (Price Rs 1-50) 

This standard covers the re- 
quirements and the methods 
of sampling and test for 
glass containers meant for use 
with transfusion equipment 
for medical use. (Price Rs 2-50) 

This standard lays down the 
general requirements and the 
characteristics to be speci- 
fied of direct reading, pointer 
indicator type electronic volt- 
meters for measurements of 
direct and/or alternating volt- 
ages. (Price Rs. 2-50) 

This standard covers small wire 
ropes of 2 to 7 mm diameter 
and of right hand ordinary lay 
for general engineering pur- 
poses. The following cons- 
tructions have been covered : 

6x7 

6x 12 

6x19 

6x24 

(Price Rs. 2-oo) 



15 IS 13478-1966 Specification for 
high density wood particle 
boards. 


t6 18:3481-1966 Specification for 
electric portable lamp stands 
and brackets 


17 18:3482-1966 Specification for 
electric saucepans 


18 18:3489-1966 Specification for 

enamelled steel bath tubs 


19 18:3495-1966 Method of 

sampling and testing clay 
building bricks. 


20 IS:3497-I966 Specification for 
metal wardrobes (adjustable 
type) 


21 18:3498-1966 Specification for 

metal tables (office type) 


22 18:3500-1966 Specification for 

mango chutney 


23 18:3501-1966 Specification for 

pickles 

24 18:3504-1965 Specification for 

thymol 


25 IS .3512-1956 Specification for 
toolmakers’ straightedges 


This standard covers the require- 
ments of high density wood 
particle boards in flat sheet 
or moulded forms. 

(Price Rs 2-00) 

This standard applies to elec- 
tric portable lamp stands and 
brackets for use on supply 
voltages not exceeding 250 
volts, ac or dc. (Price Rs 2 '50) 

Tins standard covers the re- 
quirements and methods of 
tests for electrically heated 
saucepans designed for con- 
nection to supplies at voltages 
not exceeding 250 V, ac, single 
phase 50 c/s, or dc. (Price 2- 50) 

This standard covers vitreous 
enamelled sheet steel bath 
tubs having a capacity of 
not more titan 200 litres to the 
invert of the overflow. 
(Price 2-50) 

This standard covers the methods 
of sampling and testing solid 
and perforated clay bricks. 
(Price Rs 2-00). 

This standard covers the require- 
ments for materials, sizes 
construction and finish of 
metal wardrobes with or 
without the provisions of a 
locker. (Price Rs 1-50) 

This standard covers require- 
ments of materials, construc- 
tion and finish of office type 
metal tables. (Price Rs 1 ■ 50). ■ 

This standard prescribes the re- 
quirements and methods of test 
for mango chutney. (Price Rs. 
3-00) 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements and method ol 
test for pickles. (Price Rs 2 1 50) 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements and the methods 
for sampling and test for 
thymol. (Price Rs. 1-50) 

This spe.'fication covers the 

requirements ol toolmakers 
straightedges of short length, 
from 15 mm to 300 mm, in- 
tended for very accurate 
Work, and having one work- 
ing edge, which is bevel- 
led and very slightly rounded 
off (commonly known as a 
‘knife-edge’). (Price Re i-oo) 
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(1) (2) (3) (4) 


26 IS 3513 (Part II)-I966 Speci- 

fication for high and medium 
density wood-based laminates 
(compreg) part II chemical 
purposes 

27 IS :354oE-i966 Specification for 

barium potassium chromate 
for paints 


28 IS3541-1966 Code of practice 

for manufacture of 14 and 
lower carat gold alloys 


29 IS 3564-1966 Specification for 
door closers (hydraulically 
regulated) 


This standard covers require- 
ments for high and medium 
density wood-based laminates 
(compreg) for use in chemical 
industry. (Price Rs 3-00) 

This emergency standard pres- 
cribes the requirements and 
the methods of sampling and 
tcBt for barium potassium 
chromate intended for use as 
a rUBt inhibitive pigment in 
anti-corresive formulations. 
(Price Rs 1-50) 

This standard lays down the 
procedure for selection of the 
metals, technique of melting 
and mixing them, and also the 
procedure for heat treatment 
of 14 and lower carat gold 
alloys. (Price Re 1 ■ 00) 

This standard covers the require- 
ments for exposed type hydrau- 
lically regulated door closers for 
vertical hinge type doors open- 
ing to one side only and weigh- 
ing not more than 80 kg. 
(Price Rs 1-50) 


Copies of these Indian Standard are available, for Bale, with the Indian Standards Institution 
Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-i and also its branch offices at (0 Bombay 
Mutual Terrace, First Floor, 534 Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel Road, Bombay-7, («) Third and Fourth 
Floors, 5 ChoWringhee Approach Calcutta-13, (Hi) Second Floor, Sathyamurthi Bhavan, 54 General 
Patters Road, Madras-2 and ( iv ) 117/418-B Sarvodaya Nagar Kanpur. 


[No. MD/I3I2.] 


S. O. 2420.— In pursuance of the provisions of sub-rule (2) of Rule 3 of the Indian Standards 
Institution (Certification Marks), Rules, 1955, the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies 
that the Indian standards particulars of which are given in the Schedule hereto annexed have been 
established during the quarter ending 30 June 1966. 

Tre Schedule 


SI. No. of Title of Indian Standard 

No. Indian Standard 


1. IS: 131-1965 

2. IS: 177-1965 

3. IS: 178-1965 

4. IS: 179-1965 
j. IS 1180-1965 

6. IS: 182-1965 

7. IS: 186-1965 

8. IS: 187-1965 

9. 18:188-1965 
10. IS: 196-1966 
It. IS: 202-1966 


Specification for ready mixed paint, spraying, finishing, for 
railway under-frames, black (revued) 

Specification for cotton drills (revised) 

Specification for cotton twills ( revised ) 

Specification for dosuti ( revised ) 

Specification for cotton sheetings ( revised ) 

Specification for mazri ( revised ) 

Specification for mulls ( revised ) 

Specification for long cloth (revised) 

Specification for cotton poplins (revised) 

Atmospheric conditions for testing (revised)] 

Specification for aluminium casting alloy ingots and castings for 
aircraft purposes (second revision) 
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SI. No. of Title of Indian Standard 

No. Indian Standard 


Ii. 

13 - 

14. 

IJ. 

16. 

17. 

18. 
19- 

20. 

21. 

22. 

23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 
3°- 

3 1 - 

32- 

33 - 

34- 

35- 


36 . 

37- 

38 . 

39- 

40. 

41. 

42. 
43- 
44. 
45- 
46. 


49- 

5°- 

51- 

52- 

33 . 

54 - 

55 - 

56- 

57 - 
58. 
59 - 


13:263-1964 

IS:417-I965 

IS: 427-1965 

IS: 566-1965 
13:615-1966 
IS: 620-1965 

IS: 693-1965 
13:765-1966 

18:902-1965 

IS: 909-1965 
IS: 922-1965 
13:924-1965 
18:1729-1964 

18:1871-1965 

IS: 1971-1965 
IS : 2082-1965 

IS:2ti6-i965 
IS: 2553-1964 
IS: 2720 (Part II)-I964 . 

IS: 2720 (Part XIID-1965 
IS; 2756-1965 

18:2866-1965 

18:2899-1965 


Specification for boric acid (second revision). 

Specification for footballs, vcllcy balls, baskeitalls 3rd water polo 

balls ( revised i. 

Specification for distemper, dry, colour ib tequ'ied (revved). 

Specification for disodjum phosphate, dodccahycrtte (re 7 ised). 

Minimum rcquiicments of domestic radio receives (revised). 

Specification for geneial requirements for wooden tool handles 
(second revision). 

Specification for varnished cambric insulated cables (revised). 

Method for determination of colour fastness of textile materials 
to washing; test 4 (revised). 

Specification for suction hose couplings for liie fightirg puipose 
(revised). 

Specification for underground fire hydrant, sluice-valve type. 

Specification for cook’s knives (revised). 

Specification for bread knives (revised). 

Specification for sand cast iron spigot and socket soil, waBte and 
ventilating pip's, fittings and accessories. 

Commentary on fndiar.Sti ndard wrought steels for general engi- 
neering purposes (complementary to IS: 1570-1961). 

Specification for single-barrel stirrup-pump (revised). 

Sp cification for storage 1 \ pe automatic clecuic water hcBtei s 
(revised^. 

Specification for sand for masonry mortars.. 

Specification for safeev glass (revised). 

Mehods of test for soils Part II determination of moisture 
content. 

Methods of test for soils Part XIII direct shear test. 

Method for estimating the aveiage grain size of wiought copper 
and copper base alloys. 

Method for Vickers hardness test for copper and copper alloys. 

Method for determination of percenti ge of mecullatcd fibres in 
wool. 


IS:295t (Part II)-i965) . 


IS : 2953-1964 
IS: 2972 (Part 111,1-1965 
IS: 3014-1965 
IS : 3050-1965 

IS: 3054-1965 

IS :3069-i965 

IS : 3077-1965 
18:3095-1965 
IS: 3096-1965 
IS: 3114-1965 
IS: 3116-1965 
IS : 3121-1965 
IS: 3134-1965 
IS : 3147-1965 
IS: 3159-1965 
IS: 3160-1965 
IS: 3187-1965 
IS:3I94-I965 

IS: 3195-1965 

IS :32oi-i965 
IS : 3202-1965 
IS : 3203-1965 
IS : 3206-1965 
IS: 3207-1965 


Recommendations for estimation of flow of liquids in dosed 
conduits, 

Part 1 1 head loss in valves and fittings, 

Glossary of terms used in radiographic inspection of castirgs. 
Specification fi r textile moters — Pan III spinx.irg frame motors, 
Specifical ion for ferru rid turn (ferro columbium). 

Cade of prccrice for reinforced binding of libraty books and 
periodicals. 

Method for brinell hardness test for copper and copper alloys. 
Glossary of tejms, symbols and units relating to thermal insulation 
materials. 

Specification for roasted and ground coffee. 

Specification for solders for use in goldware. 

Specification for fine grade palladium 
Code of pratice or laying of cast iron pipes. 

Specification for sealing compound for lead-acid batteries. 
Specification for rigging screws and stretching screws. 
Specification for menthol. 

Specification for oil of drill, 

Specification for camp stoves. 

Specification for lurchuni. 

Methods of chemical analysis of coppcr-nickel-zinc alloys. 

Code of recommended practice for cleaning of metals prior of 
electroplating. 

Specification for seel for the manufacture of volute and helical 
springs (for railway rolling stock). 

Criteria for the design and construction of precast concretetrusses. 
Code of practice for climate proofing of electrical equipment. 
Methods of testing local, thickness of electroplated coatings. 
Specification ioi, engineers’ drawing instruments, dividers. 
Specification for engineers' drawing instruments, rotating com- 


passes. 
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SI. No. of Indian Standard Tide of Indian Standard 

No. 


60. 

6 1. 


62, 


63. 

64. 


65. 

66. 

67- 

68 . 

69. 


70. 

71. 


72. 

73 - 

74- 

75 - 
76. 


77. 

78. 


79. 

80. 

81. 

82. 

83. 

84. 

85. 

86 . 

87. 

88 . 

89. 

90. 

91. 

92. 

93- 

94 - 


95- 

96. 


97- 

98. 

99- 

loo. 

T 01. 

r 02. 

103, 

104, 

105. 

106. 

107. 


IS: 3208-1965 

IS: 3209-1965 

18:3210-1965 

IS : 3211-1965 
IS: 3212-1965 

18:3214-1965 
IS: 3215-1965 

IS : 3216-1965 
IS: 3217-1965 
IS: 3232-1965 


Specification lor engineers’ drawing instruments, half set of 
compasses,' . 

Specification for engineers’ drawing instruments, spring bow 
compasaes.' 

Specification for engineers’ drawing instruments, drawing 
pen*. 

Specification for engineers’ drawing instruments, per. p< ints. 

Specification for engineers’ drawing instruments, lengthening 
bars. 

Specification for engineers’ drawing instruments, pencil points. 

Specification for engined s’ drawing instruments, needle 
points. 

Specification for engineers’ drawing instruments, needles. 

Specificationfor engineers’ drawing instruments, prickers. 

Recommendations on graphical symbols for process flow dia- 


ls: 3233-2965 
IS: 3237-1965 

18:3238-1965 
IS: 3245-1965 
IS: 3246-1965 
IS : 3248-1965 
IS : 3266^965 

IS: 3279-1966 
IS : 3281-1966 


grams. 

Glossary of terms for safety and relief valves and their parts. 
Specification for hypodermic syringes for insulin and tuberculin 
injections. 

Dimension ofhypodermic syringes, interchangeable type. 
Specification for canned peas. 

Specification for canned okra (bhtridi). 

Specification for canted tomatoes 

Specification for electroplated coatings of gold for general engi- 
neering purposes. 

General requirements for mushroom ventilators. 

Dimensions for mushroom ventilators with fixed head-welded 


IS : 3282-1966 

IS : 3283-1966 

IS : 3284-1965 
IS : 3289-1965 

IS : 3298-1965 
IS : 3306-1965 

IS : 3317-1965 
IS : 3318-1965 
IS : 3320-1965 
IS : 3322-1965 
IS : 3337-1965 
IS : 3357-1965 
IS : 3362-1965 
IS : 3369-1965 
IS ; 3372-1965 
IS : 3373 (Part IV 1965 

IS : 3374-1965 

IS : 3375-1965 

IS : 3376-1965 
IS : 3377-1965 
IS : 3378-1965 
IS 3379-1965 
IS : 3380-1965 
IS : 3381-1965 
IS : 3385 (Pari D-1965 

IS : 3387-1965 
IS : 3389-1965 
IS : 3390-1965 
IS : 3391-1965 


type. 

Dimensions for mushroom ventilators with adjustable head- 
cast iron type. 

Dimensions for mushroom ventilators with adjustable head- 
cast iron type with provision of passage for light. 

Specification for organo mercruial dry seed-dressing formations. 

Tests and eneral requirements for audio frequency transformers 
and chokes. 

Specification for mild steel rivet bars for ship building. 

Tolerance limits for industrial effluents discharged into public 
sewers. 

Specification for needles, hypodermic. 

General requirements for surgical scalpels and knives. 

Specification for surgical seaalpels. 

Specification for PVC-coated fabrics for foul weather clothing. 

Specification for bullies for general purposes. 

Specification for matka silk fabric. 

Code of practice for natural ventilation of residential buildings. 

Specification for puddler, animal drawn. 

Specification lor bund former. 

Specification for wirevvound resistors, Type II Part I tests and 
general requirements. 

Specification for preformed galvanized steel wire ropes for air- 
craft controls. 

Specification for bobbin cases for sewing machines for house- 
hold purposes. 

Specification for groundnut seeds. 

Specification for sesamum seeds. 

Specification for castor seeds. 

Specification for safflower seeds. 

Specification for tobacco seeds. 

Specification for cast vertical bollards with and without lugs. 

Code of practice for measurement of civil engineering work 
Part I pile foundations. 

Specification for toothbrush. 

Specification for urea-formaldehyde moulding materials. 

Specification for sphygmomanometers. mercurial. 

Specification for stethoscopes. 
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SI. No, of Indian Standard Title of Indian Standard 

No. 


108. 

IS 

3304-1965 

109. 

IS 

3308 -iyftv 

no. 

IS 

3402-1965 

ITT. 

IS 

3403-1966 

112. 

IS 

3404-1966 

113 . 

IS 

3405-1966 

114. 

IS 

3406-1966 

US- 

IS 

3408-1965 

116. 

IS 

3410-1965 

IT 7 . 

IS 

3411-1966 

ITS. 

IS 

3424-1966 

119. 

IS 

3426-1966 

120, 

IS 

3428-1966 

121. 

IS 

3429-1966 

122. 

IS 

: 3430-1966 

123. 

IS : 

3431-1965 

124. 

IS 

3433-1965 

125. 

IS : 

3436-1966 

126, 

IS : 

3438-1965 

127. 

IS : 

3440-1966 

128. 

IS 

3443-1966 

129 . 

IS 

: 3444-1966 

130. 

IS 

3445-1966 

I 3 I- 

IS 

3446-1966 

* 32 . 

IS 

3447 -I 96 J 

133 . 

IS 

3448-1965 

134 . 

IS 

3450-1966 

135 . 

IS 

3453-1966 

136. 

IS 

3458-1965 

137 . 

IS 

3461-1966 

I38. 

IS 

3467-1966 

139 . 

IS 

3479-1966 

140. 

IS 

3483-1965 

141. 

IS 

3491-1966 

142, 

IS : 

3494-1966 

143 . 

IS : 

3496-1966 


Method for accelerated life test of electrical resistance alloys 
for heating elements. 

Specification for oil of patchouli. 

Specification for cadmium copper conductors for overhead 
railway traction. 

Dimensions for knurling. 

Specification for ladies bicycle frames. 

Test chart for power hacksaw machines (upto 300 mm round 
bar capacity). 

Dimensions for countersinks and counterbores. 

Method for non-interrupted creep testing of steel at elevated 
temperatures, 

Method of test for determining co-efficient of linear expansion 
of metals at different temperature ranges. 

Specification for stainless steel cooking utensils. 

Specification for stainless steel table utensils. 

Method for determination of colour fastness of textile materials 
to rubbing with organic solvents. 

Dimensions for relief grooves. 

Method for determination pf solutbility of wool in alkali. 

Method for determination of solubility of wool in urea-bi- 



for automotive suspension. 

Specification for oil, mineral colza. 

Specification for aluminium-clad aluminium alloy sheet, strip 


and coil for aircraft purposes. 

Specification for silvered galss mirrors for general purposes. 
Specificaton for solvent extracted linseed oilcake (meal) as 
livestock feed. 

Specification for Crane rail sections. 

Specification for corrosion resistant steel castings. 

Specification for forged steel rolls. 

Specification for leather aprons for drafting systems. 
Specification for shellac jointing or gasket compound. 
Specification for rice bran oil. 

Spcification for carbon papers, handwriting. 

Code of practice for construction of hexagonal type concrete- 
crow masonry bins for bulk storage oj foodgrains. 

Tapers for general engineering purposes. 

Specification for PVC (vinyl) asbestos floor titles. 

Specification for wheel hand hoe. 

General requirements for steel drop, upset and press forgings. 
Code of practice for noise reduction in industrial buildings. 
Specification for safflower oil. 

Specification for pruning secateur. 

Specification for dobby lags and pegc. 


[No. MD/13.-30.} 


S.O. 3421. — In pursuance of the provisions of sub-rule (2) of rule 3 of the 
Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Rules 1955, the Indian Stan- 
dards Institution, hereby, notifies that IND/SL/7061 (b) Defence Specification for 
desiccant and desiccant with indicator has been recognized as IS: 3401-1966 Indian 
standard specification for desiccant silica during the quarter ending 30 June 1966. 

[No. MD/13:3-1 


New Delhi, the 2nd August 1966 

S.O. 2433 — In licence No. CM/L-1229, dated 23 March 1966, held by M/s. 
Dhanpat Mai Jawala Das Feed Mills of 33, Najafgarh Industrial Area, New 
Delhi-15 (factory under the style of Nandi Provender Mills), the details of which 
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are published under S.O, 1263 in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub- 
section (ii), dated 23rd April I960, the list of articles has been revised as under 
with effect from 18 June 1968: 

Poultry Feeds, Starting, Growing and Laying; ‘Nandi Brand’. 

[No. MD/12:2033.] 


S.O. 2423. — In licence No. CM/L-I210, dated 15 February 1966 held by M/s. 
Annapurna Biscuits (Mfg.) Co., 84/67, G.T. Road, Kanpur the details of which 
are published under S O. 851 in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section 
(ii), dated 19 March 1906, the following additional varieties of biscuits have been 
added with effect from 1 July 1968: 

(i) Royal Special Cream. 

(ii) Maltine, 

(iii) Banbury. 

Civ) Energy. 

(v) Thin Arrowroot. 


[No, MD/12:1436.] 



S.O. WM — The Certification Marks licences) details of which are given hereafter, have lapsed or their renewal deferred:—. 


Serial 

No. 

Licence No. 
and Date 

Licensee’s Name and Address 

Article and the Indian 

Number 

Standard Gazette 

Notification 
Notifying^ 
Grant of 
Licence 

Remarks 

(1) 

( 3 ) 

( 3 ) 

(.4) 

( 5 ) 

(6j 


i CM /L- 1 94 
30-5-1960 
3 CM/L-522 
27-3-1963 

3 CM/L-541 

20-5-1963 

4 CML/-542 

20-5-1963 

5 CM/L-626 

14-2-1964 


CM/L-674 

18-5-1964 

CM/L-675 

18-5-1964 
CM/L-6S7 
17-6-1964 
CM/L-688 
17-6-1964 
GM/L-689 
17-6-1964 
C M/L-690 
17-6-1964 
CM/L-69X 
17-6-1964 
CM/L-819 
30-10-1964 


Enco Plywood & Sawmill Industries, Siliguri, Plywood for general purposes — S.O. 1465 Lapsed after 15-6-1966. 

Distt. Darjeeling, (West Bengal}. IS: 303-1960. 11-6-1960 

Standard Industrial & Commercial Corpn. Ltd., Tca-chest plywood panels — S.O. 1145 Deferred after 30-6-1966. 

24, Chittaranjan Avenue, Calcutta. IS: 10-1964. 20-4-1963 

Hind Cydes Ltd., 250 Worli, Bombay. Bicycle rims of 28 xii mm S.O. 1654 Lapsed after 15-6-196 6. 

size only — 18:624-1961 15-6-1963 

Rajasthan Heavy Chemicals, Jhotware Industrial Napthalene — 18:539-1955. SO. 1654 Lapsed after 15-6-1966. 

Area, Jaipur West, Jaipur (Rajasthan). 15-6-1963 

Anand & Co., A-4, Industrial Estate Basi 4 - Rolled oats (quiek-'cooking type) S.O. 943 Renewal of this licence was 

Godam, Jaipur South, Jaipur, (Rajasthan). 18:1484-1959. 21-3-1964 deferred after 15-3-1966. It 

has now to be treated as 
lapsed from that date. 

K.T. Rolling Mills Pit. Ltd., Broach Street, Structural steel (standard quality) S.O. 2173 Lapsed after 15-6-1966. 

Dana Butuler, Bombay. — IS: 226-1962. 20-6-1964 

K.T. Rolling Mills Pvt. Ltd., Broach Street, Structural steel (ordinary quality) S.O. 2173 Lapsed after 15-6-1966. 

Dana Bunder, Bombay. — IS: 1977-1962. 20-6-1964 

Ram kris han Kulwant Raj, Prithvi Insurance Structural steel (standard qua- S.O. 2590 Lapsed after 30-6-1966. 

Building, 15/16, Kondi Chetty Street, Madras. lily) — IS: 226-1962. 1-8-1964 

Shree Maharaja Steel Mills Pvt. Ltd., Kapur- Structural steel (standard quali- S.O. 2590 Deferred after 30-6-1966. 

thala (Punjii). ty) — IS : 226-1962. 1-8-1964 

Shree Maharaja Steel Afills Pvt. Ltd., Kapur- Structural steel (ordinary qua- S.O. 2590 Deferred after 30-6-1966. 

thala (Punjab). lityj — IS : 1977-1962. 1-S-1964 

Delhi Iron & Steel Co., G.T. Road, Ghazia- Structural steel (Standard qua- S.O. 2590 Lapsed after 30-6-1966. 

bad (U.P.). lity)_IS : 226-1962. 1-8-1964 J r 

Delhi Iron & Steel Co., G.T. Road, Ghazia- Structural steel (ordinary qua- S.O. 2590 Lapsed after 30-6-1966. 

bad (U.P.). lity)— IS : 1977-1962. 1-8-1964 

Shri Dhanalakshmi Sago Factory Mamagiripet, Sago (saboodana) — IS:899-I956. S.O. 4038 Renewal ol this boence was 
Rasipuram Taluk, Salem-2 (Aladras State). 28-11-1964 deferred after 15-11-1965. 

It has now to be treated as 
lapsed after that date. 
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14 CM/L-1075 Clive Mills Co. Ltd., 43/1, Garden Reach 

26-5-1965 Road, Calcutta. 

15 CM/L-1076 Clive Mills Co. Ltd., 43/1, Garden Reach 

26-5-1965 Road, Calcutta. 


16 CM/L-1077 Howrah Light Casting Co. P. Ltd., 74 Benaras 
27-5-1965 Road, Howaxh (West Bengal). 


17 CM/L-1081 J. K. Iron & Co. Ltd,, Kalpi Road, Kanpur. 
1-6-1965 


r8 CM/L-1082 J.K. Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., Kalpi Road, Kanpur. 
1-6-1965 

19 CM/L-1083 J. K. Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., Kalpi Road, Kanpur. 

1-6-1965 

20 CM/L-1089 Delhi Iron & Steel Co. (P) Ltd., G. T. Road, 

1-6-1965 Ghaziabad (UP.). 


21 CM/L-1092 The National Found r/ & Rolling Mills Ltd., 

3-6-1965 Naya Bazar, Cuttack. 

22 CM/L-1093 The National Foundry & Rolling Mills, Ltd., 

3-6-1965 Naya Bazar, Cuttack. 

23 CM'L-1098 Kumar Iron & Steel Ltd., Zoo Road, Gauhati 

15-6-1965 (Assam). 

24 CM/L-1099 Kumar Iron & Steel Ltd., Zoo Road, Gau- 

15-6-1965 had (Assam). 

25 CM/L-1102 East Asiatic Co., (India) Pvt. Ltd., (Oil & Soap 

18-6-1965 Industries), 18 Elaiya Mudali Street, Tondiar- 

pet, Madras. 


Jute hessian — IS: 2S1 8-1964. S.O. 2132 Lapsed after 15-6-1966. 

3-7-1965 

(t) A twill jute bags — ■ S.O. 2132 Lapsed after 15-6-1966. 

IS : 1943-1964 3-7-1965 

(a) Heavy cee jute bags — 

18:2874-1964 and 
(iti) Jute com sacks — 

IS : 2875-1964. 

Sluice valves for water works S.O. 2132 Lapsed after 15-6-1966. 
purpose (inside screw non- 3-7-1965 
rising spindle type) Class 1 and 
2 all sizes — IS : 780-1963. 

Mild steel and medium tensile S.O. 2403 Lapsed after 15-6-1966. 
steel bars and hard-drawm steel 31-7-1965 
wire for concrete reinforce- 
ment — IS : 432-1960. 

Structural steel (high tensile) — S.O. 2403 Lapsed after 15-6-1966. 

IS: 1961-1962. 31-7-1965 

Hot rolled steel strips (baling) — S.O. 2403 Lapsed after 15-6-4966. 
IS:i029-i956. 31-7-1965 

Mild steel and medium tensile S.O. 2403 Lapsed after 15-6-1966. 
steel bars and hard-drawn steel 31-7-1965 
wire for concrete reinforce- 
ment — IS : 432-1960. 

Structural steel (standard quali- S.O. 2403 Deferred after 15-6-1966. 
ty) — IS : 226-1962. 31-7-1965 

Structural steel (ordinary quali- S.O. 2403 Deferred after 15-6-1966. 
ty) — IS : 1977-1962. ’ 31-7-1965 

Structural steel (standard quaii- S.O. 2403 Deferred after 30-6-1966. 
ty) — IS : 226-1962. 31-7-1965 

Structural steel (ordinary quali- S.O. 2403 Deferred after 30-6-1966. 
ty)— IS : 1977-1962. ' 31-7-1965 

Balanced feed mixture for cattle S.O. 2403 Deferred after 30-6-1966. 

IS ; 2052-1962. 31-7-1965 



[No. MD/33 :16/C] 
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New Delhi , the jtd August 19AS 

S.O. 2425 — In pursuance of sub- regulation (3) of regulation 7 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955, the Indian 
Standards Institution hereby notifies that the marking fee (s) per unit for various Products, details of which are given in the schedule hereto annexed, have 
been determined and the fee (s) shall come into force with effect from the dates shown against each. 


The Schedule 


SL 

No. 

Product /Class of Products 

No. and title of relevant Indian Unit 

Standard 

Marking Fee per Unit 

Date of Effect 

Ci) 

(2) 

(3) (4) 

(5 

(6) 

I 

Copper plates sheet and strip for iod us trial 
purposes. 

IS 11972— 1961 Specification for copper One 
plate sheet and strip for industrial Tonne 

purposes. 

Rs. S’OO 

16 Aug., 1966. 

2 

Integral cement waterprofing compounds 

ISr2fi45 — 1964 Specification for inter- One 
gral cement waterproofing compounds. Tonne 

Rs. 2-00 

1 Aug., 1966. 


[No. MD/i8;2.] 
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S.O. 2 + 26 . — In pursuance of sub-rule ( 1 ) of rule 4 of the Trvtian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Rules, 1955 , the Indian Standards to 
Institution hereby notifies that the Standard Marks(s) design(s) of which together with the verbal description of the design(s) and the title(s) of the 'q 
relevant Indian Standaxd(s) are given in the Schedule hereto annexed, have been specified. 

These Standard Marks (s), for the purpose of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Act, 1952, and the rules and regulations 
framed thereunder, shall come into force with effect from the dates shown against each. 


The S ched ule 


SL 

No. 

Design of the 
Standard Mark 

Product/Class of Products to 
which applicable 

No. & Tide of Relevant 

Indian Standard 

Verbal description of the 
design of the Standard Mark 

Date of Effect. 

(1) 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

( 4 ) 

( 5 ) 

( 6 ) 


1 1 SM 972 Copper plate sheet and strip for IS 11972 — 1961 Specification for copper The monogram of the Indian 16 Aug., 1966. 

@ industrial purposes. plate sheet and strip for industrial Standards Institution con- 

purposes. sisting of letters ISI, drawn 

in the exact style and relative 
proportions as indicated in coL 
(2), the number designation 
of the Indian Standard 
being superscribed on the 
top side of the monogram as 
indicated in • the design. 




\S-2tA5 



Integral cement waterproofing 
compounds. 


IS: 264 5 — 1964 Specification for tote- The monogram of the Indian ? 1 Aug., 1966. 
gral cement waterproofing compounds. Standards Institution consist- 

ingjof letters ISI, drawn 
injthe exact style and rela- 
tive proportions as in- 
dicated in coL (2), the 
number designation of the 
Indian Standard being super- 
scribed cm the top side of 
the monogram as indicated 
in the design. 


[No. MD/I 7 C 3 -] 
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iViis Delhi, the 4th August 1966 

S.O. 2427. In pursuance of sub-rule (i)ofrule 4oIthe Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks') Rules, 1955 , the Indian Standards 

Institutions hereby notifies that the Standard Markfs), design(s) of which together with the verbal description of the design(s) and the title (a) of the 
relevant Indian Stndard(s)/are given in the Schedule hereto annexed, have been specified. 

These Standard Markfs) for the purpose of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Act, 1952, and the rules and regulations fra- 
med thereunder, shall come into force with effect from the dates shown against each; 

The Schedule 


Serial Design of the Product/Class of Products Vo. & Title of Relevant Indian Verbal description of the design of the Date of Effect. 
Vo. Standard Mark to which applicable Standard Standard Mark 

( 1 ) (=) (3) CD (Si (6) 

Fibre hardboards IS: :658-i96o Specification for The monogram of the Indian Standards Ins- x Aug. , 1966 

fibre hardboards ritution consisting of letters IS I, drawn 

in the exact style and relative proportions 
as indicated in col (2 1 the number designa- 
tion of the Indian Standard being super- 
scribed on the top side of the monogram 
as indicated in the design. 

Motor starters of voltage IS: 1822-1961 Specification of The monograms of the Indian Standard 16 Aug 1966 
up to 650 volts motor starters of voltage up Institution consisting of letters ISI, 

to 650 volts drawn in the exact style and relative pro- 

portions as indicated in col (2) the number 
designation, of the Indian Standard being 
superscribed on the top side ufthe mono- 
gram as indicated in the design. 

[No. MD/X72.J 
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S.O. 3438 . — In pursuance of sub-regulation ( 3 ) of regulation 7 of the Indian Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations,, t 955 > the Indian Stan- 
dards Institution hereby notifies that the marking reefs) per unit for various Products details of which are given in the Schedule hereto annexed, 
have determined and the fees(s) shall come into force with effect from the dates shown against each : 


The Schedule 


Serial 

No. 

Products/Class of Products 

No. and title of relevant Indian Standard 

Unit 

Marking Fee per Unit 

Date of Effect 

(0 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

I 

Fibre hardboards 

IS: 165S-1960 Specification for fibre hardboards 

One metric tonne 

20 Paise 

1 August 1966 

2 

Motor starters of voltage up 
to 650 volts 

IS : 1822-1961 Specification for motor starters of 
voltage upto 650 volts 

One starter 

30 Paise 

16 August 1966 


[No. MD/i8:2] 
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ERRATA 

New Delhi, the 3rd August 1966 

S.O. 2429. — In the Ministry of Industry (Indian Standards Institution) Notifi- 
cations published in the Gazettes of India, Part II, Section 3(ii), the following 
corrections be made: 

1. Gazette dated 5 March 1966 

5.0, 664 dated 22 February 1966, Schedule: 

(i) S. No. 26, col. 4 — The words 'requirements and the methods’ shall be 

added after the first line, 

(ii) S. No. 45, col. 4, line 1— Read ‘general’ for ‘genera’. 

2. Gazette dated 9 April 1906 

5.0. 1081 dated 25 March 1966, Schedule: 

(i) S. No. 31 and 40— Delete the matter under col. 3. 

(ii) S. No. 50, col. 4, line 5 — Read ‘27"C’ for ‘27C’, and ‘Price Rs. 4.00’ for 
’Price R. 4.00'. 

(iii) S. No. 77, col. 2, lines 2 and 3— Insert a ‘hyphen’ between the letter 

‘B’ and the word ‘oxynaphthoic’. 

3. Gazette dated 16 April 1966 

S.O. 1170 dated 30 March 1966, Schedule: 

S. No. 3, col, 3 and 4— Read ‘Blockboards’ for ‘Blackboards’. 

4. Gazette dated 23 April 1966 

S.O. 1260 dated 11 April 1966, Schedule: 

S. No. 1, col. 4, line 2 — Insert the word ‘powder’ after the word ‘milk’. 

TNo. MD/13: 2.] 
D. V. KARMARKAR, 

Dy. Director General (Marks). 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT & REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour & Employment) 

New Delhi, the 29 th July 1966 


S.O. 2430.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947) the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the Singareni Collieries Company Limited, Kothagudium Post 
Office, (Andhra Pradesh), and their workmen which was received by the 
Central Government on the 23rd July, 1966. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, ANDHRA PRADESH, HYDERABAD 
Present) 

Sri Mohammad Najmuddin, M.A., B.L-, Chairman, Industrial Tribunal, 
Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 

Industrial Dispute No. 18/1966 
Between 

Workmen of M/s. Singareni Collieries Co. Ltd., Kothagudium. 

and 

The Management, M/s Singareni Collieries Co. Ltd., Kothagudium. 


AWARD 

The Government of India, in its Ministry of Labour, Employment and Reha- 
bilitatiom have by order No- 7/38-65-LRII, dated 9th March 1966, referred this 
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dispute to me for adjudication. The issue as per the Schedule to the Notifica- 
tion is this: 

Whether the demand lor grant of typing a lowance of . upees fifteen per 
mensem to Sarvashri A. Suryanarayana and A. Raghunath, Senior 
Clerks, is justified? 

If so, the date or dates from which it should be granted, 

The two claimants filed statement of claims. The Management filed its counter 
The case stood posted to this day for enquiry, “ 

2, A Memorandum of Settlement dated 14th July 1966 is received today It 
is signed by Mr. S. K. Srinivasan, General Secretary, Singareni Coliieries 
Mazdoor Sangh, Kothagudium, on behalf of the two claimants- The signatories 
on behalf of the Management are Mr. Vasudevan, Deputy General Manager and 
Mr. Bhaskarachary, Chief Personnel Officer, Two witnesses have attested it. 
They are Mr. M. V. Ramakrishnarao and Mr. Phalgunarao. The statement of 
claims was signed by Mr. S. K, Srinivasan. It was his Sangh that had espoused 
the cause of the two claimants in the unsuccessful conciliation proceedings that 
preceded the reference, In the statement of claims the claim is for typing al- 
lowance at Rs. 15/- per mensem. The Memorandum of Settlement' concedes 
that claim with retrospective effect from 1st April 1963. Thus the Memorandum 
of Settlement covers the issue in the dispute. 

3, In view of the settlement between the parties, an Award is herewith passed 
in terms of the Memorandum of Settlement dated 14th July 1966, a copy where- 
of is appended herewith. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the Tribunal, this the 18th day of July 
1966. 


(Sd.) M. NAJMUDDIN, 

Industrial Tribunal. 


Anhexure 

Memorandum of settlement arrived at during the discussions held between 
the Management of Singareni Collieries Company Ltd., and their Workmen re- 
presented by the Singareni Collieries Mazdoor Sangh, on 12th and 14th July, 
1966 in the office of the Dy. General Manager, Kothagudium, regarding the In- 
dustrial Dispute No. 18/66 relating to the grant of typing allowance to Sri A. 
Suryanarayana, Sr. Clerk, ‘B’ Power House and Sri A, Ragunath, Sr. Clerk, Dy. 
Chief Engineer’s Office. 

Names of the Parties: 

Representing the Management: Representing the Workmen: 

(The Singarine Collieries Co. Ltd.) (The Singareni Collieries 

Mazdoor Sangh) 

1. Sri M. Vasudevan, 

Dy. General Manager. 

2. Sri N. Bhaskarachary,, 1. Sri S. K. Srinivasan, 

Chief Personnel Officer. General Secretary. 


Short recital of the case 

The Singareni Collieries Mazdoor Sangh raised an Industrial Dispute through 
their letter No SCMS/V-100/65 dated 201h October 1965, claiming for typing 
allowance to £>ri A. Suryanarayana, Sr. Clerk, ‘B’ Power House and Sri A. 
Raghunath. Sr. Clerk, Dy. Chief Engineer’s Office, with effect from 1952. This 
ease was discussed during the conciliation proceedings held on 16th December, 
1965 which ended in failure. The matter was referred to for adjudication to 
the Industrial Tribunal by the Government of India through their notification 
No. 7/38/65/LR.Il, dated 9th March 1966 and it was registered as I.D. No 18 of 
66. With a view to arrive at an amicable settlement the discussions were again 
conducted between the management and the Singareni Collieries Mazdoor Sangh 
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on 12th and 14th July, 1900. As a result of the detained discussions, the parties 
have agreed to the following terms and conditions:— 

Terms of Settlement 

1. It is agreed by the management to grant typing allowance of Rs. 15/- p.m. 
to Sri A. Suryanarayana, Sr- Clerk, ‘B’ Power House and Sri A. Raghunath, 
Sr. Clerk, Dy. Chief Engineer’s Office, respectively with effect from 1st April, 
1903. This allowance will be paid only so long as their services are utilised on 
typing work. 

2. It is agreed by both the management to pay the arrears due to these work- 
men under this settlement within a period of one month. 

3. It is agreed by both the parties to pray the Hon’ble Tribunal to pass an 
Award in terms of this settlement. 

4. The demand of the Singareni Collieries Mazdoor Sangh thus stands fully 
settled. 


Signatures of the parties 

Representing the Management' Representing the Workmen. 

Sd,/- M. Vasudevan. Sd./- S. K. Srinivasan. 

Sd./- N. BHASKAnACHAHY. 

Witnesses- 

1. Sd./- M. V. Hamakrisiinahao. 

2. Sd,/- G. Phalguna Rao. 

Dated: 14th July, 1906. 

Kothagudium Collieries. 

(Sd.) M. Najmuduin, 
Industrial Tribunal. 
[No. 7/38/65-LRII.l 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 4th August I960 

S.O. 2431 Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an Industrial 

dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany, Limited, Post' Office Kothagudium Collieries and their workmen m respect 
of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A, and clause 
td) of sub-section (1) of section 10, of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal, with 
Shri Mohammad Nalmuddin as the Presiding Officer, with Headquarters at Ram- 
kote, Hyderabad, and refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

Schedule 

Whether having regard to the nature of the duties performed by Shri Gogu 
Narasimha Murthy and others "in the Belt Section at No. 7 incline, 
their demand for higer Categories is justified? 


If so, from what date? 


[No, 7/20/68-LRIL] 
H. C. MANGHANI, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 1st August 1966 

S.O. 2432. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Labour Court, Madras, in the matter of an application under section 33A 
of the said Act from Shri R. Kuppuswamy, an employee of the Indian Overseas 
Bank Limited which was received by the Central Government on the 20th July, 
1966. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT LABOUR COURT, AT MADRAS 
Present : 

Sri M. Abdul Azeez, B.A., B.L., Presiding Officer, Central Govt. Labour 
Court, Madras, 

Dated, the 24 th day of June, 1966 

Application under section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 in Re- 
ference No. 1 of 1960 (National Industrial Tribunal — Bank Disputes — Bombay), 

Sri R- Kuppuswamy, C/o. The Indian Overseas Bank Employees’ Union, 
17 Baker Street, Madras-1. — Complainant. 


Verses 

The Indian Overseas Bank Limited, Central Office, 151, Mount Road, Madras-2. 

— Respondent. 

Appearances: 

Sri B. R. Dolia, Advocate — For the Complainant. 

Sri K. S. Naidu, Advocate — For the Respondent. 


.. I « * he matter of Complaint No. 240 of 1961 in Ref. No. 1/1960, pendine before 
the National Industrial Tribunal (Bank Disputes), Bombay-1 received on transfer 

Court Madman ^ C ° mplaint Na 11 of 1M1 ° f the Central a,^“tL a b?w 


REVISED AWARD 

This is a complaint under Section 33-A of the I.D. Act by Sri R. Kuppuswami 
who was employed as a messenger in the Central Office of the Indian Overseas 
Bank Ltd., Madras on the alleged contravention by the management of the oro- 
visions of section 33 of the said Act. He was admittedly dismissed from service 
on the findings of the enquiry officer in a domestic enquiry held against him 
during the pendency of an industrial dispute before the National Industrial 
Tribunal, Bombay in Ref. No, 1/00. It is needless to set out the pleadings in 
extenso as this has been, already done by my learned predecessor in his award 
dated 22nd September 1962. On a writ petition filed by the complainant to the 
High Court in W.P. No. 458/63 the award of this Court dismissing the cora- 
piamt was quashed and consequently the complaint has been restored to file for 
being disposed of in the light of the observations contained in the judgment of 
the High Court. 


2. To appreciate the contentions of the parties it would be enough if the 
facts are briefly stated. The complainant was in the regular and permanent 
employment of the Bank. He applied for one day’s casual leave on 31st January 
1961 on the ground that he was suffering from stomach pain. He did not report 
for duty on the next day or thereafter and as no intimation was received from 
him the Bank sent a memo on 7th February 1961 by registered post to the 
address given by him asking him to report for duty on or before 10th February 
1901 with a leave application, for extension and a medical certificate. The 
Bank received a letter on 15th February 1901 from the complainant’s father 
S. T. Raju mentioning that the physical condition of the complainant wa 3 bad, 
that while he was being taken down to hospital he slipped and fell down re- 
sulting in dislocation of his right arm and limb rendering him unfit to walk 
and write. He requested for 30 days of leave in this letter. The Bank imme- 
diately sent a letter on 15th February 1961 directing him to produce medical 
certificate forthwith for considering his request for leave. As no communication 
was received by the Bank for very long a charge was framed against him to the 
following effect on 12th April 1961 “That you R. Kuppuswamy, ar e guilty of 
gross-negligence amounting to gross-misconduct in that you absented yourself 
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without leave or any intimation to the Bank from 1st February 1981 and that 
when by a belated letter dated 13th February 1981 your father requested the 
Bank to grant you leave for 30 days, you were asked to produce medical certi- 
licate and that in spite of reminders you failed to produce the same and that 
even on expiry of the 30 days you failed to join duty even though six weeks 
have elapsed since then." This was communicated by Registered post to him 
but the above said registered notice was returned “unserved’’. The management 
proceeded to conduct a domestic enquiry into the charges against him presided 
over by Sri Kallabiran, Staff Officer. The enquiry was held on 28th April 196T 
and as a result of the findings to the effect that the charges were proved his 
services were dispensed with from 3rd May, 1981. The contention of the com- 
plainant is that because of a paralytic stroke his right hand and limb were- 
effected that his father had applied for extension of leave on 2nd March, 1961, 
enclosing a medical certificate and no reply was received to the same and when 
he came to the office after recovery on 5th July 1961 he was informed that he 
was dismissed from service and that intimations 'were also sent to him. 

3. The points that arise for determination are: 

1. Whether the provisions of section 33 have been contravened? 

2. Whether the dismissal of the worker is valid? 

3. To what relief if any is the workman entitled? 

4. Points 1 A- 2. — It cannot be disputed that the disciplinary action taken 
against the workman Is in contravention of the provisions of section 33 of the 
l.E> Act, during the. pendency of a dispute before the National Tribunal in 
Ret, No. 1/60 to which the respondent was a party. Section 33-2 (b) is the 
relevant provision applicable to this case. It reads “during the pendency of 
any such proceeding in respect of an industrial dispute the employer may in 
accordance with the standing orders applicable to a workman concerned in such 
dispute or where there are no such standing orders, in accordance with the 
terms ,qf the contract, whether express or implied, between him and the work 
man — 


(b) for any misconduct not connected with the dispute, discharge or 
punish, whether by dismissal or otherwise, that workman: 

5. Provided that no such workman shall be discharged or dismissed, unless 
he has been paid wages for one month and an application has been made by 
the employer to the authority before which the proceeding is pending for 
approval of the action taken by the employer,” 

6. It will be noticed that both the canditions contemplated under this section 
have not been complied with. Neither he has been paid one month’s wages 
nor an application was made to the National Tribunal for approval of the 
action taken by the management. Therefore this is a clear case of contraven- 
tion of the provisions of Section 33 which gives rise to a complaint under 
section 33-A. , Technically the management has fai’ed to comply with the 
requirements of law. Section 33-A under which the present application is hied how- 
ever gives jurisdiction to the Court to adjudicate upon the complaint as if it 
were a dispute in accordance with the provisions of the Industrial Disputes- 
Act. Therefore in spite of the no compliance with the conditions of Section 
33, this Court is competent to enquire into the complaint and determine whether 
the action of the management is justified and can be upheld. Though I hold 
point No. 1 in favour of the workman, still on merits the complaint has to be 
decided. 

7. The entire case of the workman rests on the truth of the allegation that 
a medical certificate with n letter for extension of leave was sent on 2.3.1961 
as claimed by him. This letter is purported to have been sent by his father 
under certificate of posting [Ex. W. 2 and W. 2(a)], The management denies 
receipt of this letter, If the letter had been received it would have been 
entered In the registers and would have been placed for ordrs as was done on the 
earlier occasion when the complainant’s father had applied on 13.2.1961 for 
extension of leave by one month. There is absolutely no motive for the 
management to suppress this letter. It bears no grudge against him for sup- 
pressing the same- When after 15.2.1961 till the order of punishment was 
communicated on 3.5.1961 nothing was heard of about the worker the manage- 
ment had necessarily to proceed against him for absence from duty. This the' 
management was constrained to do because as required by it neither a letter 
for extension of leave was received nor a medical certificate was received 
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showing his ailment. The management discharged the duties reasonably 
required of it to send communications to the address given by the workman. 
The management sent a registered letter on 7.2.1961 in which it called for a 
leave application and a medical certificate in view of the fact that he had 
originally applied on 31,1.1961 for leave “on" account of stomach pain. This was 
addressed to No. 51, Masoodi St,, Saidapet, Madras which is the address given 
by the complainant and also entered in the Bank’s registers. It was returned 
os “left’’. After receipt of the letter from his father on 15.2.1961 (Ex. M. 3) 
the Bank addressed another letter to Ulundurpet on 15.2.1961 (Ex. W. 1) which 
was the address given under Ex. M. 3 to produce a medical certificate forthwith 
for consideration of the request for one month’s leave, As no communication 
was received, another reminder was sent on 6.3.1961 (Ex. M. 9) to Ulundurpet 
address. Again on 21.3.1961 a registered letter was sent directing him to re- 
port for duty on or before 1.4.1961. This also was returned with the endorse- 
ment “that the whereabouts were not known”. Therefore in the absence of 
any communication from the petitioner after the letter dated 13.3.1961 the 
management commenced disciplinary proceedings against him by framing a 
charge and holding a domestic enquiry. On The evidence placed before the 
Enquiry Officer he came to the conclusion that the charges against the worker 
were proved. On the basis of this the management discharged him from service. 
After this, complain was filed further evidence was adduced. Three witnesses 
were examined on behalf of the worker and one witness on behalf of the manage- 
ment. P.W. 1 is the workman himself and P.W. 2 is his father. The evidence 
of the petitioner shows that the reason given in the first application on 
'31-1-1961 that he was suffering from stomach ache was false but that he went 
to Ulundurpet to see his sister’s child who was ill. Subsequently he is alleged to 
have had a paralytic attack which fact has not been satisfactorily established 
by examining the physician Mr. Venupopal Naidu. who is alleged to have given 
him treatment at Ulundurpet. The alleged medical certificate given by him and 
supposed to have been sent with the letter Ex. W. 2 dated 2nd March 1961 has 
not been filed nor a certified eflfy of the same. The Vaidyar who Is said to have 
treated him at Kummthar later on from March, 1961, namely, Jagannathan 
(P. W. 3) does not advance the case of the petitioner any further, He is not a 
registered medical practitioner in Ayurveda. He is admittedly running a 
fire wood depot and he is said also to be practising as a Vaidyar. He would 
say that the petitioner underwent treatment under him for 3 to 3-1/2 months, 
He has purported to Issue a certificate (Ex. W. 10) which bears no date. He 
does not state in this certificate that he gave him treatment as alleged by him 
now in the witness box for a period of 3 to 3-1/2 months. On the other hand it 
shows that the petitioner came to him in the month of March with paralytic 
attack and that he gave him treatment. Better and more satisfactory evidence 
should have been made available for believing the case of the petitioner that he 
was really laid up in such a condition that he was disabled from moving about 
or writing letters. The whole story of his illnesg appears to be only concocted 
for the purpose of this case. From the commencement he' has not come with 
clean hands. He first took leave on the false ground that he was suffering from 
stomach pain from which he admittedly did not suffer. Later his father came 
with the story in his letter Ex, M3 that his son was suffering from stomach 
trouble and that when he was taken to the hospital he slipped and fell down 
and sustained fracture. The petitioner gave a lie direct to this case when he 
admitted that he did not meet with any accident nor did he sustain any injury. 
He explained that he only got fever and when 2 or 3 days later he went to Dr. 
Venugopal of Ulundurpet he was told that he had a paralytic attach. I do not 
think that the petitioner could be so Ignorant so as to be not abl* to know 
whether the aliment from which he was suffering was only fever or paralytic 
stroke. He would have easily known by if a portion of his body was affected 
that he was not merely suffering from fever but something more than that the 
evidence on his side is unsatisfactory and unreliable to prove that he was really 
laid up with paralysis. Therefore the ground alleged for the absence cannot be 
held to be reasonable or justified. 


8. The petitioner after having given the letter on 31-1-1961 should have 
ascertained what had happened, to his leave, whether it was sanctioned or not. 
The management has been very indulgent towards him. It wrote a letter first 
on 7th February and after receiving the letter from his father It wrote back to 
say that he should produce the medical certificate. When for long it did not hear 
from him it sent a registered notice directing him to report for duty on or 
before 1.4,1961. Even holding for a moment that Ex.W.2 letter was sent by his 
father on 2.3.1961 in which request for extension of leave was made but not 
snccifving the period till which time the leave was required the petitioner 
.should have taken care to ascertain what happened to the leave letter esprcfally 
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as he did not receive according to his version any communication from the 
management till he went to report for duty on 5.7,1961. His father who purpor- 
ted to write M,3 letter from Kunrathur in fact delivered this letter In person 
at the Bank. Therefore it should not have been at all difficult for him to 
ascertain as to what happened to the application for leave- Apart from this, the 
petitioner’s brother is also working in the same bank and he is in good terms 
with him and through him he could have also found out as to what happened 
to his father's application for leave on his behalf. All these only point to the 
gross negligence to the petitioner and casts a serious -doubt as regards the truth 
■of his case that he was laid up with paralysis. 


9. Under the Sastry Award which admittedly governs the parties it is elesrlv 
laid down in paragraph 178 sub-paragraph (4) (page 1341 that “no leave r C i®?!; y 
? lon of leave shall be deemed to have been graiUed inless an order to thm effect' 
aT ? f ^ communicated to the employee concerned'*. This direction of the 
award has been indisputably contravened. Even holding but not accenting the 

r Qm h o f + the p ?V tloner ’ s case ' that his *»ther had sem leave letter o^2nd March 

1961 that would not by itself give him the liberty or privilege to absent 

Ilfs" father’s appJicatlonTiw 1 sanctioned ' Il ? s petitioner’s case either that' on 
ins lamer s application the leave was sanctioned. While so his absence uHthnnt 

leave is a misconduct The category of misconducts whether gf-oss oi minor are 
■described in paragraph 521 sub-paragraphs (lv) and (vi). On a carefuT readfne 
of sub-paragraph (iv) it will be seen that none of the acts mentioned therein 3 

Paragraph S co ! lduc ^ ?ls case will undoubtedly com e under sub- 

paragraph (vi) (a) for minor misconduct for absence without leave or overstay of 
„;?n Sa ^ C f 10nCd lG ? V - e Wllh out sufficient grounds. This is dearly a case of absence 
te? 1 1 .IT a “ d . ar, y event oy^staylng after the sanctioned leave of one' day. 
The lea.ned pounsel for the Bank Mr. K. S. Naidu strenuously urged that the 
petitioner’s act should be considered to fall under the category of gross misconduct 
aa ““ absence is a gross negligence of duty, fee woulf also state that 

nation or 1 ?H« i A 1 I?n Un ? er sub-daugc ( e ) to sub-paragraph (iv) for wilful insubordi- 
nation or disobedience of any lawful and reasonable order of the management or 
of a superior. I am unable to agree with his view. So far as sub-clause (e) is 
concerned there is no case of any wilful insubordination or disobedience as 
.admittedly he had no notice of the directions made by the Bank to produce the 
medical certificate. All the letters addressed by' the Bank have been returned 
There is no evidence to show that he was posted with knowledge of the Bank’s 
directions. Therefore sub-clause (e) has no application. I shall try presently to 
find whether sub-clause (j) could be invoked. The learned counsel argues that 
there are 4 charges against the petitioner namely, absence without leave, failure 
to produce the medical certificate in spite of directions of the Bank, that even 
after a lapse of 30 days no application was made for extension of leave that he 
was guiitv of gross-negligence amounting to gross-misconduct. Therefore it Is 
urged that it is a misnomer to call his absence as a minor misconduct. He would 
say that it is a case which would certainly fall under the category of groas- 
misconduct. No doubt, the workman’s conduct is liable to be construed as gross 
negligence, but whether as a consequence of the same he had involved or likely 
to have Involved the Bank in serious loss? Nothing had been shown that as a 
result of tins negligence on his part the Bank was put to serious loss or was likely 
to put to serious loss. When a case of a nature as this, is specifically provided 
for under sub-paragraph (vl) (a) we cannot traverse beyond it to find out whether 
any other provision could be Invoked against the petitioner, The specific provision 
contains a case of absence without leave or overstaying without sufficient grounds. 
This is a case which completely falls under the provision of paragraph (vi) (a). 
Therefore it is only a minor misconduct and not gross misconduct. 


10. The next question that arises is, whether the punishment of discharge fiom 
service can be justified. The Sastry Award also lays down the punishment to be 
awarded in cases of an employee found guilty of mono r misconduct. Under sub- 
paragraph (vii) there are 3 kinds of punishments which are contemplated for 
minor misconduct: (a) He may be warned or censured; or (b) have on adverse 
remark entered against him; or (c) hove his increment stopped for a period not 
longer than 6 months. Therefore the dismissal from service of the petitioner is 
not valid or justified. He can be punished only in any 3 ways mentioned above. 
I think as this is a case of long absence without leave, his increment is liable to 
be stopped for a period of 6 months. 


11, It was not argued before me that the petitioner abandoned the service and 
therefore he was dismissed. Though the management in Ex. M. 2ia) had com- 
municated that if he did not report for duty on or before 10th February 1961 with 
the leave application and medical certificate he would be treated as having left 
the services without notice, this cme was not pursued. The charge specifically 
and clearly stated that he was guilty of gross misconduct In absenting himself 
without leave and failure on his part to produce the medical certificate and the 
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leave application in spite of the orders of the management. Therefore it is clearly 
for gross misconduct for negligence of duty and for Insubordination the manage- 
ment proceeded against the worker. In the Sastry Award, provisions are con- 
tained as regards the procedure for taking disciplinary action for both gross mis- 
conduct and minor misconducts. It will be also noticed that for abandonment of 
services also the procedure is laid down as contained In paragraph 522 . In sub- 
paragraph 3 , it is slated, If a permanent employee leaves the services of the Bank 
without giving notice he shall be liable to pay the Bank one month's pay and 
allowances, Therefore there is no question of the Bank taking any disciplinary 
proceeding by holding a domestic enquiry for misconduct if it is a ease of abandon- 
ment of service. As this contention was not raised before me, it is not necessary 
for me to deal more about the abandonment of service. 

12 . In view of my findings set out above, the petitioner will be entitled to be 
reinstated with all backwages subject to his increment being stopped for the first 
fl months. An award is passed accordingly. 

Dated at Madras, this the 24 th day of June, 19 GB. 

(Sd.) Illegible, 
Presiding Officer, 

Central Govt. Labour Court, Madras, 
List of tininesses Exaiirined 


( Petitioner) 

for the complainant: For respondent: 

PW. 1, Sri R. Kuppuswamy . . R. W. x. M. K. Chapplraj 

PW. 2. Sri S .T. Raju. 

PW. 3, Sri Jagannntha Nicker 

List of Exhibits Marked 


For the Complainant : (Worker) 
Ex. W. I. 15-2-1961 

Ex. W. 2. 2-3-1961. 

Ex. W. 2(a) 

Ex. W. 3 5-7-1961 
Ex. W, 4. 7-7-1961 
Ex. W. 5. 3-5-1961 
Ex. W. 6, 3-5-1961 
Ex. W. 7. 1-8-1961 
Ex. W. 8. 21-7-1961 
Ex. W. 9. 3-8-196 1. 

Ex. W. 10. 11-7-1961 


Letter from the management to R. Kuppuswamy C/o. 

T. V. Kirtaswamy, H. C. 2043, Ulundurpet Police 
Station, Ulundurpet, S. A, Dt, 

Carbon copy of letter from S, T. Raju to the managemen 
Certificate of posting of Ex. W. 2. 

Copy of letter from R. Kuppuswam i to the management 
Letter from the management to R. Kuppuswamy 
True copy of charge-sheet given by the management 
Do. 

Copy to letter from the complainant to the management 
True copy of the medical certificate 
Termination Order of the management. 

Original Medical certificate given by T. Jagannatha 
Naickcr. 


For the Management : 
Ex. M. 1. 3i-i-i9nr 
Ex. M. 2. 

Ex. M. 2. (a) 7-2-1961 . 

Ex. M. 3. 13-2-1961 
Ex. M. 4- 

Ex. M. 4. (a) 21-3-1961 
Ex. M. 5.' 

Ex. M. 5(a) 12-4-1961 
Ex. M. 6. 


Leave application from R. Kuppuswamy to the mana- 
gement. 

Returned cover sent by the management to the worker 
Copy of letter contained in the returned cover 
Letter from S. T. Raju to the management. 

Returned registered cover sent by tho management tc 
the worker. 

Copy of the letter contained in the returned cover Ex.M-4 
Returned registered letter sent by the management to 
the worker. 

Copy of letter contained in Ex, M. 5 - 
Returned registered cover sent by the management 
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Ex. M. 7. 

Ex. M. S. 

Ex. M. 8(a) . 

Ex. M; 9. 7-2-1961. 
Ex. M. 10. 

Ex. M. 11. 3-6-1961. 

Ex. M. 11(a) . 

Ex. M. 12. 3-5-1961. 

Ex. M. 13 


Returned cover sent by the management 

Profession Tax Statements Register containing addresses 
of employees. 

Entry relating to R, Kuppuswamy under serial No. 1 14 
Copy of letter from the management to the worker 
Enquiry proceedings' 

Copy of the charge-sheet of the management issued to 
R. Kuppuswamy. 

Certificate of posting of Ex. M. 11. 

Copy of the charge-sheet of the managment issued to 
R. Kuppuswamy. 

Register of Holidays and Leave 
(Sd.) Illegible , 

Presiding Officer, 

Central Govt. Labour Court, Madras. 


[No. F. 55(28)/60-LRIV.] 
New Delhi, the 4th August 1906 


SO. 2433 —In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 

of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, in respect of an industrial dispute between the 
management of the Central Bank of India Limited and their workmen which was 
received by the Central Government on the 25th July, 1906. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, DHANBAD. 

In the matter of reference under Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 

Reference No, 86 of 1965 

Parties: 

Employers In relation to the Central Bank of India Ltd. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

Present: 

Shri Raj Kishorc Prasad, M.A., B.L., (Retired Judge, Patna High Court)— 
Presiding Officer. 

Appearances: 

For the Employers .— Sarvashri N. L. Ba ua, Chief Agent, Muzaffarpur Branch; 
B. Bhattachcryya, Agent, Jalpaiguri Branch; J. Nath, Agent, New Market 
Branch; Kanhai Charan Bonerjee, and, Syed Yakub Hussain, Junior Officers, 
Sltamarhi Branch, and Asit Charan Mazumdar, Assistant Accountant, 
Muzaffarpur Branch. 

For the Workmen . — Shri Shew Shankar Prasad, the concerned workman in person, 
as General Secretary, Bihar Provincial Central Bank of India Employees 
Association, Muzaffarpur. 

State: Bihar. Industry: Bank. 

Dhanbad, dated, the 25th March, 1966 

AWARD 


By its Order No 51 (8) /65-LR IV, dated the 20th May, 1965, the Government 
of India Ministry of Labour and Employment, referred for adjudication to this 
Tribunal under Section 10(1) (d) of The Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, (hereinafter 
referred ’to as “the Act”), an Industrial dispute existing or apprehended between 
the employers in relation to the Central Bank of India Limited and their work- 
men In relation to the matters specified in the schedule annexed to the order of 
reference, which is reproduced below: 


Schedule 

“Whether the management of the Central Bank of India Ltd., was justified 
in discharging Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad, Assistant Cashier of the 
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Muzaflarpur Branch of the Bank with effect from 18th July, 1960? If 
not, to what relief is the workman entitled?’’ 

2, On 30th June, 1965, a written statement, on behalf of the concerned work- 
man, Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad, was received from the Bihar Provincial Central 
Bank of India Employees’ Association, (hereinafter referred to as "the Associ- 
ation”). through its Secretary, Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad, the concerned workman. 
A rejoinder to the written statement dated 3 1st July , 1965, of the Association 
was received from the Bank, Muzaffarpur Branch, on 2nd August, 1965, which was 
noted in the Order Sheet of 7lh August, 1965. 


3. The case of the Association, put shortly, was that Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad, 
hereinafter referred to as “Shri Prasad", was first employed by the Chief Agent 
of the Central Bank of India Ltd-, Muzalfarpur Branch, as Cashier in 1942 and 
was continuously in service till he was unjustifiably discharged; that during the 
long period of his service there was never any charge of misconduct made by the 
Bank against him; that since 1946 Shri Prasad began to take active part in trade 
union activities of the employees of the Bank and in 1950 he became the General 
Secretary of Bihar Provincial Central Bank Employees’ Association, Delhi, and 
since then he Incurred displeasure of the Bank, but they were unable to do any- 
thing, because Shri Prasad was scrupulously observing the rules governing his 
duties; that in October 1953 Sitamarhi Branch of the Bank was defrauded to the 
extent of 1J lacs, details of which are given in Paragraphs 6 to 21 of the written 
statement; that on 10th November, 1953 Shri Prasad was arrested by the police at 
Muzaffarpur in connection with the above case although in the F.I.R. lodged by 
Sbrl U. P. Mitra, the Offleer-in-Charge, Sitamarhi Branch, the name of Shri 
Prasad either as an accused, suspect or a witness was not mentioned therein and 
his house was searched but nothing Incriminating was found and ultimately Shri 
Prasad was prosecuted and put up for trial; that Shri Prasad was suspended by 
the management without giving any charge-sheet to him on the sole ground that 
Shri Prasad was accused in the criminal case; that Shri Prasad und S. N. Sarkar, 
another accused, we.e found guilty by the learned Sessions Judge of Muzaffarpur, 
who by his Order dated 1st October, 1956, convicted them and sentenced them to 
various terms of punishment and fines; that the Bank, thereafter, by its letter 
dated 22nd October, 1956 dismissed Shri Prasad from service with retrospective 
eflect from 1st October, 1956 on the ground that Shri Prasad was convicted in a 
criminal case, presumably In accordance with the provisions of Paragraph 521(2) 
(d) of the Award of the All India Industrial Tribunal (Bank Disputes), commonly 
known as Saxtry Award; that before dismissing Shri Prasad neither any (barge 
sheet was issued nor any enquiry was held by the management; that Shri Prasad 
appealed to the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Patna against the above 
decision and order of the learned Sessions Judge of Muzaffarpur against his con- 
viction and the Hon’ble High Court by its Judgment dated 14th November 1957 
acquitted Shri Prasad of all charges disbelieving the prosecution case, and, the 
evidence of witnesses produced by the Bank against Shri Prasad; that, thereafter, 
Shri Prasad on 23rd November 1957 represented to the management of the Bank 
for reinstatement as he has been acquitted by the Hon’ble High Court, Patna, 
but, neither the management of the Bank reinstated him nor paid him his due 
salary, etc., nor even replied to his representation for more than one month and 
a half; that the management then served a chargesheet on 13th January, 1958 on 
Shri Prasad asking him to explain why action should not be taken against him 
for (1) engaging himself In trade or business without the permission of the Bank, 
and (2) his conduct in respect of the fraud was not clear and above board; that 
Shri Prasad submitted his explanation but the management did not accept it and 
held departmental enquiry through Shri S. R. Tipnis, Chief Agent, Indore Branch 
of the Bank- that at the said domestic enquiry the Bonk did not produce any 
witness nor adduced any other evidence in support of the charges made against 
Shri Prasad but it relied on the depositions of the witnesses examined on behalf 
of the pi osecution before the Sessions Court and the statements of Shri Prasad 
made under Section 342 of Criminal Procedure Code and his written statement; 
that Shri Prasad produced documents before the Enquiry Officer in proof of the 
fact that the fact that the business and trade were joint family business and 
were being carried on bv his younger brother Shri Hari Shankar Prasad; that the 
Enquiry Officer however, on 7tli July, 1960, submitted his report and came to 
the finding that the charges had been proved against Shri Prasad on the basis of 
depositions of prosecution witnesses, namely, Md. Idris, Suraj Narain Sharma, 
Davanand Singh alias Munnijee; that the said domestic enquiry was completed 
on 08 th April, 1958, but as In the meantime another case was started implicating 
Shri Prasad along with Madar Bux for the said alleged incident, the enquiry report 
was stayed by the Enquiry Officer and ultimately Shri Prasad filed a criminal 
revision before the Hon’ble High Court, Patna, against the secoiKl nrosecuUon, 
having failed to get relief from the lower appellate court; that the Hon hie Hign 
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"ourt by its judgement and order dated 8th April 1960 quashed the proceedings and 
hereafter the Enquiry Officer submitted his report on 7th July 1960 as stated 
bove; that the Bank filed an application for approval of the dismissal of Shri 
’rasad under Section 33(2) (b) of the Act on 18th July 1960 before the National 
ndustrial Tribunal (Bank Dispute), Bomcay, commonly know as Desai Tribunal, 
vhich was subsequently transferred to the Central Labour Court at Dhanbad, 
vhere it was allowed on 22nd June 1962; that even before the Labour Court the 
3ank filed the proceeding of the domestic enquiry but did not examine any witness 
>r adduce any document in support of its allegation against Shri Prasad made in 
he chargesheet but Shri Prasad examined himself before the Labour Court and 
n reply in his cross-examination he, categorically stated that he did not own any 
justness and that he had been victimised, that on 27th March 1962 the Labour 
lourt reserved its judgment but subsequently Shri Prasad received several copies 
if letters, which were filed before the Labour Court and their original were 
sailed for from the persons concerned but they were never filed and subsequently 
hose documents were filed with his written statement in this case, but Shri 
3 rasad's application for calling for the original documents filed on 16th May 1962 
jcforc the Labour Court from the persons named therein was rejected by the 
^abour Court and the application for approval was allowed and Shri Prasad’s 
ipplication to the Hon’ble High Court against the said order and to the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court were also unsuccessful; that, therefore, It was submitted by the 
\ssoclatlon that the said enquiry was held by an Enquiry Officer, who was pre- 
letermlned and It was merely to give a show of compliance of formalities and 
lot with a view to finding out whether the allegation of misconduct alleged against 
ahri Prasad was made out and, therefore, it should be set aside and Shri Prasad 
hould be reinstated in his previous job with full back wages and allowances and 
ither privileges for the idle period. 

4. The defence of the Bank, in its reply dated 31st July 1965 filed before the 
Tribunal on 2nd August 1965, was that the order of the Labour Court operated 
is resjudicate, and, therefore, the present reference was Incompetent, On merits, 
he defence was that Shri Prasad was given only benefit of doubt by the Hon’ble 
Jigh Court, and, therefore. In view of Sastry Award it was open to the Bank to 
nstitute a domestic enquiry against the concerned workman and on his misconduct 
jeing established to dismiss him from service; that the Bank, thereafter, in Para- 
graphs 14 to 43, dealt with the different paragraphs of the written statement of 
■he workman and submitted that the enquiry was fair and proper and, therefore, 
I should be upheld and the discharge of the concerned workman was justified 
recause his misconduct was proved. The Bank further laid stress on the obser- 
vation of the High Court where the Hon’ble Judge said: “ Admittedly , appellant 
3hiv Shankar ha, s a flour mill and a cycle factory at Muzaffarpur", and, thus, it 
yas alleged, was a serious charge of gross misconduct within the ambit of the 
5astry Award, which had been proved beyond all reasonable doubt. 

5. The Bank in Para 13 of its written statement as well as by separate petition 
lied on 7th August 1963 prayed that the preliminary objections regarding main- 
■ainability of the reference and jurisdiction of the Tribunal to entertain the refer- 
ence should lie decided first. In accordance with the wishes of the parties, there- 
fore, I heard them on the preliminary points on 10th November 1965 at Patna, as 
requested by the parties. 

G On 10th November 1965 when the nrelimlnary objections were taken up for 
hearing, Shri N. L. Barua. Chief Agent, Musaffarpur Branch, represented the Bank 
and Shri Shew Shankar Prasad, the concerned workman, appeared in person for 
himself as well as for the Association of which he was the General Secretary. 
Both the parties filed documents, which, with mutual consent, were taken into 
evidence and exhibited. 

Documents filed by the Bank were marked Exts. M to M-13 and the documents 
filed by the concerned workman, along with bis written statement, which were 
mnexures to his written statement, were marked Exts. W to W-12. At the request 
af the workman, and, with the consent of the Bank, four of the enclosures to the 
reloinder filed by the Bank, were marked Exts. M-14 to M-17. and, thereafter, 
arguments were heard on 10th November 1965 and on 12th November 1965. On 
12th November 1965 three more documents were marked, on behalf of the work- 
man, which were resolutions, as Exts. W-13 to W-15. After hearing the parties 
In great detail, order was reserved on the preliminary point and parties were 
asked to he present on 22nd November 1965 to hear the order to be delivered in 
open Court at Patna. On 22nd November 1985 I announced my order on the pre- 
liminary objections in presence of the parties and by the said order I overruled 
all the preliminary objections raised by the Bank and held that the Tribunal 
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has jurisdiction to entertain the present industrial dispute and to decide it on 
merits as the reierence was quite competent. 

truT h ?r CaS u merits was heard again at Patna at the request of the parties 
on mth March 1986 lith March 1966 and 12th March 1966; 9th March 1966^ being 
a local holiday all the Court Rooms and Chambers ot the Bihar State Industrial 
iirbunai were c oscd and locked up, and, therefore, the case could not be heard 
on that date and had to be adjourned to the next day. 


«- At the final hearing, the Bank was represented by Sarvashrl N. L. Barua, 
Muzallarpur Eranch; B. Bhattacharyya, Agent, Jalpalguri Branch; 
J. Nath, Agent, New Market Branch; Kanhai Charan Banerjee, and Syed Yakub 
Hussain, Junior Officers, Sltamarhl Branch, and Asit Charan Mazumdar, Assistant 
Accountant, Muzall'arpur Branch, Shri Shew Shankar Prasad, the concerned 
workman, appeared In person representing himself and the Association of which 
he was the General Secretary. 

9, Both parties filed further documents, which, with mutual consent, were taken 
in evidence and marked as Exhibits. Documents tiled by the Bank were marked 
Exts. M-18 to M-37 and documents filed by the Association were marked Exts. 
W-16 to W-18, but subsequently on the objection of the Bank that these documents 
were filed at the enquiry stage, these documents Exts. W-16 to W-18 at the request 
of both the parties, were expunged, and therefore, they may be ignored and need 
not be considered. 


10. On 11th March 1966. in course of the arguments by Shri Prasad, when he 
was relying on Exts. W 3 to W 11 to show that the enquiry was prejudiced and 
not fair and the Enquiry Officer was made predetermined against the concerned 
workman, Shri Barua objected to the said documents being relied upon and said 
that the Bank did not admit them. For the reasons given by me in my Order 
No. 19 dated 11th March 1968 I rejected the objection. Next day, on 12th March 
1966 when the case was taken up, allhough it was a Holiday being the Second 
Saturday, with the consent of all the parties, the Bank filed objection and prayed 
to recall Order No. 19 dated 11th March 1966 rejecting the Bank’s objection to 
Exts. W 3 to W 11 for the reasons given in the petition. But for the reasons given 
in my Order No. 29 dated 12th March 1966 I rejected the Bank’s objection to the 
documents of the workmen, marked Exts. W 2 to W 11, being expunged as also 
the Bank’s prayer for recalling Order No. 19 dated 11th March 1966 for the reasons 
given therein, I, however, gave opportunity to the Bank to argue all the points 
mentioned in the statement and the rejoinder as the Bank chose as a matter of 
course. 


11. None of the parties examined any viitness before the Tribunal . — On 
12th March, 1966, the Bank filed a petition that the Bank does not propose to 
examine any witness before the Tribunal either regarding Charge No. 1 or Charge 
No. 2 for the ~easons given therein, The concerned workman Shri Prasad wanted 
to flic a petition on the same day to the effect that, he will examine himself re- 
garding both the Charges Nos. 1 and 2, but later he filed a petition that he also 
would not examine himself, as prayed for earlier, which was objected to by the 
Bank. I, however, over-ruled the objection of the Bank on the g v ound that 
it, was open to the workman not to examine himse’f and the Bank cannot force 
him to examine himself. The workman also filed a petition, with a copy of the 
letter of Shri S, R. Tipnis, the Enquiry Officer to the D.S.P., Dhanbad on 11th 
February. 1966, that it may be marked as exhibit and accordingly it was marked 
as Ex. W 16, as original W 16 to W 18 had been expunged after the objection of 
the Bank. The admitted position, therefore, is that neither partu adduced any 
oral evidence either before the domestic enquiry or before the Tribunal. 

12, On 21st March, 1966 an objection was received under a registered cover 
from the Chief Agent, Muzaffarpur Branch of the Bank, giving again the reasons 
for not examining any witness regarding either Charge No. 1 or Charge No. 2 
before the Tribunal, and, praying that this application may be kept on record and 
that the Bank was filing this petition so that, in case the finding by the Enquiry 
Office” was held defective and irregular, it may not be understood that the Bank 
does not want to adduce evidence as required by the Supreme Court in Workmen 
of the Motiour Sugar Factory (P) Ltd. Vs. Motiyur Sugar Factory (P) Ltd. 
A.I.R. 1965 S,C. 1803, at page 1808-1966 B.L.J.R. 258. 

13 Before, however, I deal with the merits of the case, I think it would be 
useful at the outset to state ah the mated al facts having bearing on the case in 
their chromological order with their dates and exhibit numbers. They are as 
below: 
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28th October,, 1963: Sitamarhi Branch of the Central Bank was defrauded 
to the extent ot li lacs by a person calling himself Rambahadur, Pro- 
prietor of Rana and Co., who had earlier on 20t.h May, 1653, opened 
a Current Account in the Sitamarhi Branch on being introduced by 
one Mohafned Hamf, who had also a Current Aeeount there. It is, 
however, not material to know how this fraud was committed and 
how Sitamarhi Branch was defrauded for the purpose of deciding 
the present reference. 


2nd November, 1953: Shri U.P. Mitra, Officer -in-Charge, Sitamarhi Branch 
of the Bank lodged first Information Report before the Sitamarhi 
P.S, regarding the above matter. 

11th November, 1953: Consequent on the arrest of Shri Prasad, the con- 
cerned workman, who was Assistant Cashier, Muzaflarpur Main 
Office, in connection with the above criminal case, which was started 
in respect of Sitamarhi defraud case, Shri Prasad was suspended by 
the Bank, Ext. M-14. 


1st October, 1956: Shri Prasad was convicted by the Sessions Judge, 
MuzaiTa-pur, under Sections 120B, 420, 420/109; and 471 and 471/109 
I.P.C, and sentenced to fine and imprisonment, Ext. M 26. 

22nd October, 1956: Shri Prasad was dismissed with effect from 1st October, 
1956 — the date of his conviction (subsistence allowance having been 
paid to him till 30th September, 1956) Ext. M 15. 

14th November, 1957: On appeal to the Hon’ble High Court at Patna, Shri 
Prasad, was acquitted on being given benefit of doubt, Ext. M 2. 

23rd November, 1957: Shri Prasad applied to the Bank for his reinstatement 
to his previous post of Asstt. Cashier at Muzaffarpur on being acquit- 
ted by the High Court, Ext. JVT-18. 

J3th January, 1958: The Chief Agent with reference to Shri Prasad’s request 
to re-instate him (Ext. M 18) informed him that he had been given 
benefit of doubt and therefore the Bank has the right to institute de- 
partmental enquiries, and, therefore, asked him to show-cause what 
he has to say in respect of the charge against him of engaging in 
trade or business outside the scope of his duties without the per- 
mission of the Bank, Ext. M. 10. 

18th February, 1958: Shri Prasad showed cause in detail regarding the 
charge that he had engaged himself in trade or business outside the 
scope of his duties without permission of the Bank and asserted that 
the entire assumption that he had made any such admission in the 
Court is wrong, and, therefore, he quoted his a’leged statement and 
showed that he was not the owner of any rickshaw factory or Atta 
mill, which belonged to the family and not to him personally, Ext, 
M 20. 


Sth April, 1958: A chargesheet Ext. M 21 was issued by the Chief Agent 
mentioning therein that it had been decided to hold a departmental 
enquiry in respect of the undermentioned charges against him, which 
were , (1) It has been established in the course of the trial before ihc 
Sessions Court at Muzaffarpur in he Sitamarhi Fraud Case that Shri 
Shiv Shankar was owner of a rickshaw factory and a Hour miil at 
Muzaffarpur and the same has been admitted by him in his statement 
before the said Court. While he was in the service of the Bank he 
engaged himself in trade or business outside the scope of his duties 
without the permission of the Bank, which amounts to gross mis- 
conduct vide Para 521(4)(a) of the Sastry Award, and, (2) the facts 
that came to light from the evidences recorded during the trial in the 
Sessions Court in the Sitamarhi Fraud Case as also the movements 
and conduct of Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad before, on and subsequent 
to the date of the fraud would go to show that his conduct in the 
above fraud was not clean and above board. This has been further 
confirmed by the fact that, he has not been honourably acquitted by the 
High Court at Patna of the charges levelled against him but has been 
acquitted as having been given the benefit of doubt by the said High 
Court, 

Shri Prasad was Informed by Ext. M. 21 that the enquiry in respect of the 
above charges will be held by Shri S. R. Tipnis, Agent, Indore, on 
28th April, 1958 In the Bank premises of Sitamarhi Office, 
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22nd April, 1938; Shri Prasad sent a reply to the Chief Agent Muzaffarpur 
Bank, Ext. Af. 22, saying that the charges mentioned in Ext. M. 21 
were vague, and, therefore, he should be furnished with details as to 
what evidences the Bank referred to and the Bank should also des- 
cribe in detail the nature of conduct, which is challenged. 

22nd April, 1958; On the same day, Shri Prasad made an application to 
the Chief Agent, Central Bank of India, Muzaffarpur, Ext. M. 23 in- 
forming that the General Secretary of the Association— Shri S. K. 
Biswas, Patna — will defend him at the enquiry. 

22nd April, 1958; In reply to Shri Prasad’a representation dated 22nd 
April, 1958 Ext. M ■ 22, The Chief Agent of the Bank informed him 
by a letter Elxt. M. 24 that the charges for which the enquiry will be 
held against him are stated in th e Charge-Sheet dated 5th April 1958 
Ext. M. 21. However, for his further information he is referred to 
Paras 3, 4 and 5 of the show-cause notice issued to Shri Prasad Ext.-; 
M. 19 where in his movements and conduct before, on and subsequent 
to date of fraud have been specified. 

With regard to the letter Ext. M. 23. the Bank noted that Shri S. K, Biswas, 
General Secretary, will defend Shri Shew Shankar Prasad at the 
enquiry 

28th April 1958: Enquiry was held by Shri S. R. Tipnis, Agent, in presence 
of the concerned workman. 

12th July 1958' The Enquiry Officer informed Shri Prasad that as the 
absconder, Madar Bux, who was absconding since the date of the 
fraud, had been arrested by the Police, opening up possibility of 
further Investigation and of reopening of the case, and as Shri 
Prasad had again been arrested and a second prosecution started 
against him as also against Madar Bux, the enquiry against Shri 
Prasad and Shri S. N. Sarkar, the co-accused, will he stayed, 

It may be mentioned that the findings in the enquiry against Shri S. N, 
Sarkar who along with Shri Prasad, were prosecuted and convicted 
and later acquitted, were delivered on 27th November, 1959. and 
final orders passed on 30th November, 1959. 


8th April, I960: Shri Prasad moved the Hon’ble Court, Patna, against his 
second prosecution and it was quashed, Ext. W. 12. 


7th 


July I960: Shri Tipnls, the Enquiry Officer, thereafter, submitted his 
enquiry report and his detailed findings Ext. M. 16 and in his report 
towards the end he said "Accordingly I now Inform him of the pro- 
posed punishment and call upon him to show cause why he should 
not be discharged from Bank r s service’’. 


7th July 1960: After the enquiry report, the Enquiry Officer, on the same 
daw informed Shri Prasad by a letter Ext. M. 35 the result of the de- 
partmental enquiry and of the p-oposed punishment and called upon 
him to show cause within three days as to why he should not be dis- 
charged from Bank’s service. 

7th Tulv 1960: After sending the letter Ext. M. 35 to Shri Prasad, the En- 
quiry Officer sent another letter Ex t. M. 36 on the same day inform- 
ing Shri Prasad that the reply dated 7th July 1960 submitted by Shri 
Prasad to Ext. M. 35 had been carefully perused along with the en- 
closures and as Shri Prasad has not stated anything new or fresh 
which would make it necessary or advisable to alter the punishment 
nroDosed to be meted out to him as advised to him an the memo, of 
date he sets aside the dismissal order dated 22nd October 1956 
Eit M 15 against him and discharges him from the Bank's service 
on payment of three month’s pay and allowances in lieu of notice in 
strict compliance with the terms of para 521 (2) (d) of the Sastry 
Award. 


iftfh Tnlv I960- The Chief Agent, Muzaffarpur Branch, thereafter issued a 
letter Ext, M. 17 to Shri Prasad saying that in accordance with the 
punishment awarded by the Enquiry Officer, Shri Shiv Shankar 
Prasad is hereby discharged from the Bank’s service with immediate 
effect. 
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18th July 1960: The Bank, thereafter, made an application for approval of 
its action in discharging Shri Prasad from the Bank’s service under 
Section 33(2)(b) of the Act before the National Tribunal, which was 
subsequently transferred to the Central Government Labour Court at 
Dhanbad. 

27th March 1962: The application for approval under Sec, 33(2)(b) of the 
Act was received on transfer by th e Central Labour Court at 
Dhanbad — Ext, M. s. Hearing of the application for approval under 
Sec. 33 (2) (b) of the Act was concluded before the Central Labour 
Court, Dhanbad. 

4th April 1962: After the conclusion of the hearing ofl the application 
for approval by the Labour Court on 27th March 1962, a telegram 
was received by the Labour Court from Shri Prasad saying “Very 
Important and material documents concerning the above case revealed. 
Posting petition with reference above documents pray kindly deliver 
Judgment after perusing documents and granting one hearing copy 
petition being served to applicant Central Bank?’ 

5th April, 1962: Following the telegram, a petition dated 5th April, 1962, 
Ext. M. 3 supported by an affidavit was filed In which the different 
documents, which have now been marked Exts. W. 3 to W. 11. were 
mentioned therein and prayed that the Bank be directed to produce 
all those documents and tt was Baid that it was evident from these 
documents that there was no free and fair enquiry against Shri 
Prasad and the Bank authorities were predetermined to discharge him 
from the service of the Bank after giving an air of having fulfilled 
the legal technicalities. 

11th April, 1962: The Enquiry Officer, Shri S. R. Tipnls, lodged an Express 
F.I.R. with the D.S.P., Dhanbad, Ext. W 16 regarding the theft 
of files containing confidential correspondence on 27th March 1962 
from the Court Room at Dhanbad, meaning Exts. W. 3 to W. 11 which 
were called for by Shri Prasad and which were mentioned In his 
petition on 5th April 1962 and praying that the flies be taken into 
custody from Shri Prasad. The Enquiry Officer referred to his earlier 
letter to Police on 8th April 1902 also. 

21st April, 1962; The Bank filed a rejoinder dated 19th April 1962 to the 
re-hearlng of the application Ext. W. This rejoinder of the Bank 
dated 19th April, 1962 Ext. W. was subsequently withdrawn by the 
Bank by an application dated 26th April 1962, but. later another 
objection was filed by the Bank on 30th April 1962, as will appear 
from the Labour Court's Ordersheet dated 30th April 1962 — Ext. M. 5. 

14th May 1962: Shri Prasad filed a petition dated 9th May 1962 supported 
by 'Affidavit,, Ext. M. 4, before the Labour Court mentioning the 
documents Exts. W. 3 to W. 11, and mentioning also the custody of 
the persons against each of these documents and praying to call for 
those documents, from them. 

22nd May, 1962: The Bank filed objection Ext. W. 1 to the above petition 
for production of documents. 

22nd May, 1962: The petition calling for the records filed on 14th May, 1962 
was rejected by the Labour Court — Ext. M. 0. 

22nd May, 1962: The Bank’s application for approval was allowed by the 
Labour Court, Ext. M. 6. 

28th February. 1963: Shri Prasad moved the High Court for quashing the 
Order of the Labour Court (Ext. M. 7). 

19th March, 1963: The High Court summarily rejected the application 
against the Labour Court’s Order dated 22nd June 1962, Ext. M. 8. 

28th January 1964: High Court refused to grant leave to appeal the Supreme 
Court. 

9th April, 1964 : Shri Prasad filed an application for leave to appeal to the 
Supreme Court in the Supreme Court, Ext. M. 9. 

11th September, 1964: The Supreme Court dismissed Shri Prasad's applica- 
tion for leave to appeal. Ext. M. 10, 
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9th October. 1964: Union moved the Conciliation Officer, 

Slat May, 1965: Present reference by the Central Government. 

31st May, 1965: Received by the Dhanbad Tribunal from the Bombay Tri- 
bunal, where it had been missent, 

21st November, 1965: Preliminary objections over-ruled and held that the 
Tribunal has jurisdiction to consider the merits. 

14. Shri Prasad, on behalf of the Association, laid great emphasis on Exts. W. 2 
to IV. 11, in support of his contention that the Enquiry Officer was made pre- 
determined to return a verdict of guilt and to find alleged misconduct proved, and, 
therefore, the domestic enquiry was only an eye wash, a mere farce an emply 
formality, and not at all fair and proper and in accordance with the principles of 
natural justice. Shri Barua, on behalf of the Bank, however seriously challenged 
the genuineness of the documents Ext. W, 2 fo W, 11 and said that these docu- 
ment had been fabricated for the purpose of the present reference and, therefore, 
should not be relied upon, 

15. If Exts. W. 2 to W. 11 are genuine and the said letters passed between the 
parties to them in the ordinary course of business, certainly they would be very 
material rather most important documents on the question whether the enquiry 
was fair and proper and whether the Enquiry Officer was unbiased and unpre- 
judiced, as alleged by the Bank. It is essential, therefore, to decide first the 
genuineness of Exts. IV. 2 to W. 11. 

Ext. IV, 2 being an anonymous letter bearing no date and name of the sender 
or of the person to whom it was sent it may be left out for consideration, its 
importance lies in the fact that Exts. W. 3 to W. 11 were sent a’ong with Evt. W. 2 
by a well wisher to a person in which It was said that: 

* * ♦ * 

“I am aware that you are being harassed in hands of the Bank authorities 
for your honest trade Union activities.” 

"The copies of the letters, (I e. Exts. W. 3 to IV. 11), I am enclosing here- 
with will show that the management is determined to kill you. 1 
think if you can through the Labour Court get the originals from the 
Bank produced before the Court you will win the case.” 

* * * * 


This Ext. W. 2, along with Exts. W. 3 to W. 4, were received after 27th March, 
1962 and before 5th April 1962 because arguments were over before the Labour 
Court on 17th March 1962 and then on 5th April 1962 the petition was filed for 
re-hearing along with Exts. W. 2 to W. 11 before the Labour Court praying to call 
for the originals of Exts. W. 3 to W, 11 from the person concerned followed ly 
another petition on 9th May 1962, both supported by affidavits, as will appear also 
from the ordersheet of the Labour Court Ext. M. 5 dated 30th April, 1962 and 
22nd May, 1962. N 

16. Before, however. I decide the question of the genuineness of Exts. W. 3 to 
W 11 I think it would be better to give below nt first a gist of those letters in 
the order of their dates, in order to show how those documents are very important 


for the purpose of the present case: 

Ext W 3' 18th March, 1958: It is a letter marked ‘Private and Confiden- 
tial’’ sent by Shri N. A. Wazifdar from the Central Bank of India 
Ltd.’, Bombay, on 18th March 1958, to Shri S. R, Tipnis the Enquiry 
Officer, in connection with the enquiry against Shri Shew Shankar 
Prasad in reply to Shri Tipnis’s l Private and Confidential’ letter 
dated 8th March 1958, which is not on the record. In this letter 
Ext W 3 it is said that the English translation of the written state- 
ment of Shri Prasad in Hindi before the Sessions Judge and a copy 
of his oral statement under Section 342 Cr, P C- before the Sessions 
Judge are returned herewith, which were received with Shri Tipnis s 
letter under reference. It is then said that it is not possible ior the 
Muzaffarpur Branch Officer to produce any fresh evidence to prove 
the charge against Shri Prasad of engaging in business without Bank s 
permission and for his failure to send fake enquiry card to ►Muzaffar- 
pur Officer and, therefore, Shri Tipnis will have to rely at th e Enquiry 
on the above referred statement of Shri Prasad as well as on he 

S* rt 

p'fct of Charge No. (1) and pass order of discharge as Per direction 
fn Para 505 of the Sastry Award. As we are not concerned with Shri 
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Sarkar, I am omitting all references to him. It was further said that 
fie will peruse carefully the wording of the said. Para and try to fit. 
in nis finding with the actual phraseology as appearing in the latter 
° ^ ar as Charge No. (2) was concerned, it was said 

that it should be remembered that Shrl Prasad has been honoura- 
bly acquitted by the High Court, and, therefore, he should refer to all 
the circumstances which give rise to reasonable suspicion regarding 
hk complicity In the commission of the fraud and because of which 
the High Court has acquitted him by giving him the benefit of doubt. 
Shri Tipnis was further requested to study the judgment of the 
Sessions Court, Muzaffarpur, carefully so as to enable him to support 
his findings in respect of this charge No. (2) against him. He was 
further asked that as the High Court after examining all the evidence 
has given him the benefit of doubt and on that basis acquitted him, 
he can say in his order that without meaning any disrespect to the 
decision of the High Court, that it would be Inexpedient, if not 
dangerous to the Interest of the Bank, to retain such a person in the 
employment of the Bank, which is essentially a credit Institution; 

Ext. W. 4: 7th July 1958: It is a letter dated 7th July 1958 sent by Shri 
S. R. Tipnis to Shri Wazlfdar from the Central Bank of India Ltd., 
Indore City, in respect of the enquiry relating to Sitamarhi Fraud 
Case. In this letter Shri Tipnis said that be was enclosing his findings 
regarding Charge No. 2 which had to be re-drafted, after he had con- 
sultation with their Legal Adviser, Mr. Asayaker, during his last 
visit to Bombay, Shri Tipnis asked Shri Wazifdar to advise him his 
approval of the entire findings and If any suggestions are to be con- 
veyed to him the same may be communicated to him at Indore on 
or before 2Uth July 1958, and if not, they may be sent to Patna, when 
he will reach on 14th July 1958, and leave in the afternoon of 15th 
July 1958 for Muzaflurpur as he had already advised the Head Office 
of having fixed 16th July 1958 as the date to give the findings at 
Muzaffarpur in the Bank premises. 


Ext W. 5: 9th July 1958: This letter was sent from Bombay Central Bank 
of India Ltd., Bombay, on 9th July 1958 by Shri N, A. Wazifdar to 
Shri S. R. Tipnis, Indore, which is marked ''Private and Confidential," 
In connection with Sitamarhi Fraud Case, in reply to the letter dated 
7th July 1958, Ext. W. 4, Shri Wazifdar said that he had not persued 
the contents of his findings in respect of the enquiry held in the case 
of Shri Prasad and another, but he hastened to draw his attention 
to their personal letter to him dated 3rd July 19j?8, (copy of which 
was enclosed for ready reference) wherein Shri Tipnis had been 
instructed to stay further action in connection with the said enquiry 
in view of the fresh developments, and therefore, he should inform 
Shri Prasad and need not proceed to Muzaffarpur, 


Ext. W, 6- 2nd June, I960: This letter marked ‘Private and Confidential’ 
was sent on 2nd June I960 by Shri S. R. Tipnis to Shri N. A: 
Wazifdar, Central Bank of India, Ltd., Bombay from Indore regard- 
ing completion of departmental enquiry in the case of Shri Prasad. 
In this letter Shri Tipnis says that during the enquiry he found Shri 
Prasad “to be difficult and argumentative ’’ and Shri Prasad is always 
well briefed and knows thoroughly his rights and legal remedies 
and is capable of adopting any tactics which suit him , and, therefore, 
alter the findings are read, Shri Prasad may ask for a copy of the 
same and it is customary not to furnish a copy, and therefore, he 
will accordingly not furnish one to Shri Prasad though he may 
insist on giving a copy and may even refuse to accept the memo, o 
punishment unless a ropy of findings is given to him. In such a 
case, Shri Tipnis suggested that, it would be in order for him to 
allow him inspection of the findings with permission 
but he mav, however, refuse to take inspection and insist on a copy 
being furnished to him and may not accept the memo. of Punishment 
and therefore, Shri Tipnis wanted to know what procedure should 
be followed in such an eventuality. Later on, Shri Tipnis says tha 
the enauirv should be completed in such a way as not to allow for 
even S? defects which could later be evploited as legal flaws 
vitiating the enquiry and, therefore, a copy of the finding may be 
allowed to be furnished to him (Shri Prasad) is he insists on it and 
if he refuses to take inspection, Shri Tipnis stated his difficulties 
and wanted early instruction regarding this. 
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Ext. W. 8: 10 th June, 1960, — This letter was sent by Shri S. R. Tipnis to Shri 
Cooper oil 10th June, 1960, in reply to his letter dated 17th June, I960, Ext. W 7 
although it is mentioned in Ext. W 8 as 7th June, 1900, In this letter Shri Tipnis 
says that he has noted his instructions and he is enclosing a copy of the findings 
for his perusal and advice at an early date. 

Ext. W 9: 13 th June, 1960. — This letter was sent on 13th June, 1960, by Shri 
Tipnis to Shri F. C, Cooper, Deputy Manager, Central Bank of India, Ltd., Fort, 
Bombay, marked 'Private and Confidential’ from Indore, in connection with the 
findings in the departmental enquiry against Shri Prasad. In this letter Shri 
Cooper says that he had closely re-read the findings and he advised certain 
changes, which may be allowed to be made and the changes are mentioned there- 
in. In the end Shri Cooper says that the changes he had proposed above are 
with a view to make the wordings of the findings all the more cautious. 

Ext. W 7: 17th June, 1960. — This is a letter sent by Shri F. C. Cooper from 
the Central Bank of India, Ltd., Bombay, on 17th June, I960, marked 'Private and 
Confidential' to Shri S. R. Tipnis In reply to his letter marked ‘Private and Con- 
fidential' dated 2nd Juno, 1960, Ext. W. 6 regarding completion of departmental 
enquiry in the case of Shri Prasad. Shri Tipnis was instructed to give a copy to 
Shri Prasad and since there is now sufficient time Shri Tipnis was asked to send 
a copy of the findings to Bombay. Shri Tipnis was further instructed to give 
time to Shri Prasad to submit what he has got to say in writing regarding punish- 
ment. 

Ext. W 10: 17 th June, 1960. — This letter was sent on 17th June, 1960, by Shri 
F. C. Cooper to Shri Tipnis in reply to his letter dated 10th June, 1960, Ext. W 8 
from Bombay to Indore, regarding completion of departmental enquiry in the 
case of Shri Prasad. In this letter Shri Cooper says that he approved his findings 
with the necessary amendments as suggested but he considered appropriate to 
revise the last few lines, which he mentioned therein. Towards the end, Shri 
Cooper further mentions that it is to be pointed out that Shri Prasad was suspend- 
ed from service on 11th November, 1953, and not on 7th November, 1953, and, 
therefore, this correction may be made. 

Ext. W 11: 18th July, i960.— This is the last letter on the record sent by Shri 
Tipnis on 18th July, 1960, to Shri N. A. Wazifdar from Indore to Bombay in 
which it is said that he has sent by registered post all relevant papers relating to 
Sitamarhi Fraud enquiry and there is no copy of finding left with him. The copy 
sent for approval may please be returned for his record. 


17. From the contents of the above letters Exts. W 3 to W 11 which passed 
between Shri N A. Wazifdar, President, Staff Second VID, Head Office, Central 
Bank of India, Limited, Bombay; Shri S, R. Tipnis, the Enquiry Officer, at present 
Chief Executive Officer. Ki ishna Ram Baldeo Bank, Gowalior, who was then Chief 
Agent, Central Bank of India Ltd., Indore, and Shri F. C. Cooper, Deputy Mana- 
ger, The Central Bank of India, Ltd., Bombay; between 18th March, 1958 to 18th 
July, I960, concerning the departmental enquiry against Shri Prasad which com- 
menced on 13th January, 1958, with the Service of a show cause notice Ext. M 19 
on Shri Prasad and was completed on 28 th April, 1958, but the enquiry report 
Ext. M 16 was submitted against Shri Prasad on 7th July, I960, if those docu- 
ments are genuine, the irresistible conclusion is that the domestic enquiry was a 
mere farce, and it was "reduced to empty formality", to quote His Lordship 
Mr. Justice Gajendragadkar. as then he was, in Khardah and Co., Ltd., Vs. Its 
workmen, 1963(11) LX..J, 452. 


18 These documents Eosts. W. 3 to W. 11 were filed for the first time in the pro- 
ceeding under Section 33(2) (b) of the Act, which was pending before the Central 
Government Labour Court at Dhanbad, as far back as on 7th April, 1962, in the 
following circumstances, as will appear from the Order Sheet of the Labour Court 
Ext M 5 The hearing of the application for approval was concluded on 27th 
March 1962, and after that Shri Prasad filed a petition, supported by on Affidavit 
dated 5th April, 1962, before the Labour Court on 7th April, 1962, Ext. M 3 in 
which he mentioned that after the conclusion of the hearing of the case on 27th 
March 1962, the under noted facts have come to his knowledge and, thereafter 
in Para 4 he mentioned those facts, which are details of the letters, Exts. W 3 
W 11 This petition followed a telegram sent earlier by Shri Prasad on 4th 
April, 1962, the contents of which were incorporated in Para 6 of the said petition 
At the end of this petition in the Schedule all these letters Exts. W 3 to W 11 
were specified and a prayer was made that these letters may be called for from 
the persons mentioned against each letter. It will appear from the Order Sheet 
Ext.M 5 that the Central Labour Court on 30th April 1962, mentioned the fact 
lhat to the above petition of Shri Prasad the Bank had sent a rejoinder on 19th 
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April, 1962, which was Ext. W, but the said rejoinder was subsequently with- 
drawn by the Bank by an app ication dated 26th April, 1962, on 36th April, 1962, 
The Bank filed another application Ext, W 1 requesting inter alia to reject Shn 
Prasad's petition tor production of the documents mentioned in the Schedule to 
his app ication dated 5th April, Ext. M 3 before the Labour Court on 7th 
April, 1962, when Ext.i. W 3 to W 11 were also filed. It may be mentioned here 
that the Bank in its petition dated 19th April, 1962, filed on 21st April, 1902, 
before the Labour Court Ext. W 2 which was supported by an Affidavit, challeng- 
ed the petition for re-hearing Ext. M 3 filed by Shri Prasad on 7th April, 1962, 
and in Para 14 of the said petition filed on 21st April, 1962, Ext. W 2 the Bank 
said “That the said letters are believed to be not genuine and the opposite party 
is bound in law to prove the same", but the Bank had not the courage to say 
that they were forged and fabricated”. In the next petition, which The Bank 
filed on 30th April, 1962, which was also supported by an Affidavit sworn by 
Shri B, D. Mehra, Chief Agent, Central Bank of India, Muzaffarpur, Ext. W. 1 
Paras 5 and 0 are very important on the question of the genuineness of these 
letters, Exts. ff 3 to l* 11. In Para 5 it is said: "That the letters, extracts of 
which are quoted in the petition of the opposite party, (that is, Shri Prasad) 
being personal confidential letter copies of which are not on the Bank’s record 
and hence the Bank is unable to produce them before the Court.” In Para 5, 
therefore, the genuineness of these letters Exts. W 3 to W 11 is not denied, rather 
admitted as far back as 30th April, 1962. In para 6 of the said petition, Ext. W 11 
the Bank says: “That Since the opposite party has quoted extracts of the letters 
the said opposite party must have the custody of the letters and must produce 
the same in court for verification”. In my opinion, Paragraphs 5 and 6 of the 
Bank’s petition filed before the Labour Court on 30t.h April, 1962, Ext. W 1, prove 
beyond doubt that the Bank admitted the genuineness of these letters Exts. W 3 
to W 11 and did not allege that they were not genuine and that they were fabricat- 
ed documents, as now alleged. It further appears from the Order Sheet of the 
Labour Court Ext. M 5 that the application of Sh v i Prasad for re-hearing and for 
calling for the originals of Extu. W 3 to W 11 from the persons named in the 
petition were both rejected on 30th April 1962 by the Labour Court. It further 
appears from the Order Sheet Ext. M. 5 as well as from the application of Shri 
Prasad supported by an affidavit dated 9th May 1962 Ext. M 4 that another petition 
was filed by Shri Prasad before the Labour Court for caPing for the original of 
these documents Exts. W 3 to ff 11 from the persons named therein, but the 
said petition also was rejected on 22nd May 1962. The Labour Court in its order 
dated 22nd May 1962 Ext. M 5, while rejecting Shri Prasad’s petition calling for 
the originals from the Bank mentioned that the Bank contents that when they are 
not in possession of the documents called for no adjournment can be granted to 
Shri P asad, and .therefore, his petition for time and his petition for calling for 
documents were both rejected. The Labour Court delivered its judgement a 
month later on 22nd June, 1962, allowing the application for approval fi’ed by the 
management, Ext. M 6. These incidents happened before the Labour Court, and, 
now let us come to the stage of the Tribunal. 


19. Shri Prasad filed his written statement on behalf of himself and on behalf 
of his union on 30th June, 1965, before the Tribunal. In Paras 77 to 81 he men- 
tions about the letters Exts. W 3 to W 11 and how he received copies of those 
documents by post from a person who described himself as weU-wisher of Bnri 
Prasad, but he did not disclose his identity, referring to Ext. W 2 In Para Hi 01 
his written statement Shri Prasad reproduced the letter sent by Shri S R. ripnia 
to the S. P., Dhanbad, on 1 1th April, 1962, which has now been marked Ext. W 10, 
which I will deal presently. In this letter Ext. W 16, Shri Tipms, the Enquiry 
Officer refers to the theft of numerous letters that were exchanged between turn 
and his Head Office authorities, obviously referring to Exts. W 3 to W H, ^Uicn 
were stolen on 27th March, 1962, as informed on 3T)th March, 1962 in 
para 82 of his written statement Shri Prasad stated that due to the above 
report the police took him under custody and searched but as nothing was 
found he was released. The Bank filed its written statement on 2nd August, 
1965 before the Tribunal and in Paras 30 and 31 dealt with Paras to 82 of the 
written statement of Shri Prasad. In Para 30, the Bank towards the end said 
that as Shri Prasad never produced before the Labour Court the copies of the 
letters, Anncxures C-l to C-9, which are Exts. ff 3 to W 11. hence it is Impossi- 
ble for the Bank to admit the genuineness of the letters. In Para 31 of the written 
statement the Bank referred to the complaint made by Shri Tipms to the District 
Superintendent of Police, Dhanbad, Ext. W 16 and said that the action of Shri 
Tipnis before the police is his matter and not of the Bank, and, therefore, no 
advantage can be taken by Shri Prasad in making the statements as to his move 
before the police. In my opinion, the genuineness of Exts. W 3 to W 11, are not 
denied by the Bank in tneir written statement. 
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20, Ext. W 16 is a copy on folios obtained through Court of the letter sent by 
Express Delivery post by Shri S. R. Tipnis to the District, Superintendent of Police, 
Dhanbad, regarding theft of files containing confidential correspondence of the 
case: The Central Bank of India, Limited Vs. Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad, on 27t.h 
March, 1962, fiom the Court Room of Dhanbad. As this letter Ext. W 16 is very 
important and as there can be no doubt about its genuinessess, particularly 
because it was sent from Indore to the District Superintendent of Police, Dhanbad, 
1 think it would be useful to reproduce the whole of it. It runs like this: 
‘Tn further reference to my letter No. 2/94 of 8th April, 1962, I understand from 
our Muzaffarpur office that Mr. Sheo Shankar Prasad has filed an application on 
the 5th April, 1962, in the court of the Presiding Officer, Central Government 
Labour Court, Dhanbad, giving therein reference to the numerous letters that 
were exchanged between me and my Head Office authorities. All these letters 
■were filed in the two files with blue and red covers that were stolen on the 27th 
March, 1962, along with the third file (details of which already communicated to 
you vide my letter No, 2/85 of 30t.h March, 1962). The reference of all these 
Ictteis in the application submitted by Mr. Sheo Shankar Prasad does not leave 
any place for doubt of their having been stolen away by none else but Mr. Sheo 
Shankar Prasad. I have, therefore, now to request you to please take into custody 
the flics from the aforesaid Mr. Sheo Shankar Prasad and take necessary steps 
against him for committing the theft.’’. 

“I should feci very much obliged if Immediate steps are taken in the 
matter, lest he may do away with the said files.”, 

In the above letter, Ext. W 16, there is a reference to another letter of Shri 
Tipnis dated 8th April, 1962, but that has not been filed but the fact that such a 
letter was sent is clear from the fact that on the top of this letter there is a note 
“Put up previous correspondence.”. In my opinion, it is too late now for the 
Bank to deny the fact that these correspondences, Exts. W 3 to W 11, did not pass 
between the three persons named earlier of the Bank on behalf of the Bank in 
respect of the departmental enquiiy against Shri Prasad. 

21. Before the Tribunal an application, supported by an Affidavit dated 2nd 
December, 1965, was made on 4th December, 1965, by Snri Prasad to call for the 
originals of the above documents from the persons concerned, wherein in 
Annexure ‘I’ specification of thirteen documents, which were in the custody of 
Shri Tipnis. Chief Agent of Central Bank of India, Indore, were mentioned, in 
Annexure 'll’, the documents which were in the custody of Shri N. A. Wazifdar, 
were mentioned; in Annexure ‘III’ the documents which were in the custody of 
Shri F. C. Cooper, were mentioned. According to the prayer of Shri Prasad 
notices were issued to the persons concerned, To this petition the Bank on 31st 
January, 1966, filed a rejoinder praying that the petition, be rejected. I, however, 
issued notices to the persons concerned to file the documents called for. In res- 
ponse to the notice, Shri S, R. Tipnis sent a petition on 10th March. 1966, saying 
that he had no recollection as to the existence or otherwise of the said papers nor 
is he in possession of the same with regard to Items 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 of Annexure 
T’. With regard to Items Nos. 6 to 9 of Annexure T, which were described as 
original ‘‘private’ and confidential” letters between the dates 18th March, 1958, 
to 17th March, I960, Shri Tipnis submitted that he had no recollectipn as to the 
existence or otherwise of such letters and hence they were not in his possession 
or custody. With regard to Items 10 to 13 of Annexure T, which were filed at the 
departmental enquiry by him, he said that these documents were marked D-I to 
D-4 at the enquiry and those are not in his custody but have formed a part of the 
proceeding of the enquiry. Prom this letter of Shri Tipnis, therefore, it will 
appear that he has not asserted that these letters are fabricated and forged and 
he had not the courage to say that they were not genuine. Shri N. A. Wazifdar 
sent u letter, in responcc to the notice, supported by an Affidavit, in which he 
said that he did not have those letters in his possession and he had no rccoTec- 
tion about them. From the above letter of Shri Wazifdar it will also appear that 
he too did not deny the genuineness of these letters but he took shelter under 
his bad memory and said’that he had no recollection of these letters. The Bank 
filed a petition ' dated 29th January. 1966, in which il said that Shri F. C. Cooper 
expired on 18th January, 1966, in Bombay after short illness, and, therefore, the 
notice of the Tribunal could not be attended to. From the above facts, in my 
opinion, the genuineness of the letters Exts. W 3 to W 11 are established beyond 
any reasonab’e doubt, The genuineness of Ext. W 16 was not challenged, and 
it could not be, because it was a Court record. No doubt Ext. W 2 is an anony- 
mous letter, bearing no date, neither the name of any person to whom it was 
addressed, but on the statement of Shri Prasad it appears that this was the for- 
warding letter with which other documents were sent to him by post and I do 
not find any reason to reject this statement and in this view Ext. W 2 also should 
be considered to be genuine. The question as to what is the effect of Exts. W 3 
to W 11 on the enquiry held by Shri Tipnis will be considered hereinafter. 
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22. Shri Prasad, on behalf of himself and his Union chafienged the domestic 
enquiry by Shri Tipnis and submitted that it was vitiated, because (1) there was- 
lack 01 good faith on the part of the management, (2) it was a case of victimisation, 
of the concerned workman, (3) the workman whs being prosecuted for lawful 
trade union activities, (4) the management was guilty of basic error and of violat- 
ing element of natural justice, and (5) the finding of the Enquiry Officer was per- 
verse, I will examine these points one by one in order to find out if there is any 
substance in the objection of Shri Prasad. 

Re. (1): 

23. Shri Prasad contended that when he was convicted on 1st October, 1956 he 
was dismissed on his conviction by a letter dated 22nd October, 1956 Ext. M 15 
with effect from 1st October, 1956, and, therefore, after his acquittal on 14th: 
November, 1957 by the High Court Ext. M 2 he should have been re-instated and 
his application for re-instatement Ext. M 18 made on 23rd November, 1957 should 
have been allowed but this was not done and, therefore, it is a clear proof of 
bad faith on the pait of the management, because the management was deter- 
mined to get rid of him due to his lawful trade union activities. In this connec- 
tion, he relied on Paras 505, 521(2) (b), and 521(9) and (11) of Sastry Award. In> 
reply, Shri Barua, on behalf of the Bank, relied on Para 521(2) (c) and (d), and 
submitted that as Shri Prasad was acquitted by being given the benefit of doubt 
by the High Court it was open to the Bank to take disciplinary action against 
Shri Prasad under the provision set out in Para 521(9) and (10) as provided by 
Para 521 (2) (c) and (d) of Sastry Award, and, therefore, there was no lack of 
good faith on the part of the Bank. It was further contended that Para 505- was 
complied with by the Bank and the Bank had absolute discretion to discharge the j 
concerned workman after f - aming a charge against him and holding' an enquiry 
into the said charge and after he had been found guilty of “gross misconduct 
within the meaning of Para 521(4) (a) of Sastry Award. 

24. In order to appreciate the contentions of both sides, it would be useful to- 
read Para 505 and Para 521(2) (c) and (d) and (9) and (11) of Sastry Award,, 
one after another, for the sake of convenience. 

25. Para 505 is in these terms: 

“505. As already stated, we have tried to follow the regulations prescribed 
by the Sen Tribunal with modifications, We are very particular 
that a verdict of acquittal passed by a competent court of law 
should not be lightly thrown aside by the bank management in try- 
ing to institute departmental enquiries after the acquittal, as it 
would amount to a double trial in respect of the same offence, We 
have occasionally come across instances where a bank management 
has persisted in its application under See. 33, in spite of an acquittal 
by an ordinary court of the land after a full trial. The decisions 
of our courts 'are entitled to the highest respect and the bank, 
management should reinstate an employee mho is honourably acquit- 
ted and pay him his full salary and allowances. The acquittal should 
not be lightly challenged by departmental enquiries for disciplinary- 
action unless the bank management feels that there has been such 
a gross violation of the departmental rules as to necessitate a fur- 
ther enquiry in the interests of the institution on matters other than 
those in respect of which he has been already acquitted. If after 
the departmental enquiry the management still feels that the em- 
ployee cannot continue in its service it can terminate his services 
only on payment of three months’ salary and allowances in lieu of 
notice.” 

Para 505 says that a verdict of acquittal passed by a competent court of law 
should not be lightly thrown aside by the Bank management in trying to institute 
depa tmental enquiries after the acquittal as it will amount to a double trial of 
the same offence. It further provides that the decisions of court are entitled to 
the highest respect and the bank managements should reinstate on employee, who 
is honourably acquitted and pay him his full salary and allowances. In reply to' 
Para 505 it was contended by Shri Barua, on behalf of the Bank, that m the 
instant case Shri Prasad should have been given the benefit of doubt and on that 
ground having been acquitted he cannot be said to have been “honourably acquit- 
ted” within the meaning of Para 505 of Sastry Award and, therefore, Para 505 
has no application, and, as such, to his case Para 521(2) (c) of the Sastry Award 
is app’icable This contention of the Bank seems to be correct on the plain lan- 
guage of Para 505 of Sastry Award for the simple reason that as Shri Prasad was 
given the benefit of doubt Para 505 cannot be said to be applicable to him, I may 
mention here that Sastry Award has made a distinction between “honourably. 
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acquitted" and “acquitted by being given the benefit of doubt ” although in law 
there is no difference between the two kinds of acquittal, because in both cases 
at is an acquittal for all purposes. In the ordinary course, as observed by the 
'Supreme Court in Workmen, U.P. State Electricity Board. Vs, Upper Ganges 
Valley Electricity Supply Co.. 1966(12) F.L.R. 231, the dismissal of an employee 
4s not vaHd after his acquittal because there was no valid reason for not employ- 
ing him and re-instating him. But here we are confronted with the Sastry Award 
which has made a distinction in Para 505 where he has spoken of " honourably 
acquitted" and in Para 521(2) (c) where he has spoken of "acquitted by being 
•given the benefit of doubt," The Sastry Award on the above question remains 
intact and unaffected by the subsequent Bank Award in 1962 known as Desal 
Award. I have, therefore, to take the Sastry Award, as it is. I, therefore, hold 
that Para 505 is not applicable to Shr 1 Prasad as contended by the Bank. 

26. It is better to read Para. 521(2)(a) to (d) in order to have a complete picture 
of the matter which are to the following effect: 

“521. A person against whom disciplinary action is proposed or likely to be 
taken should, in the first Instance, be informed of the particulars of 
the charge against him; he should have a proper opportunity to give 
his explanation as to such particulars. Final orders should be passed 
after due consideration of all the relevant facts and circumstances. 
With this object in view we give the following directions: — 

* • * * * 


i(2)(a) When in the opinion of the management an employee has committed 
an offence, unless, he be otherwise prosecuted, the bank may take 
steps to prosecute him or get him prosecuted; and in such a case he 
may be suspended. 

<b) If he be convicted he may be dismissed with effect from the date of 
his conviction or be given any lesser form of punishment as mention- 
ed in sub-paragraph (5) below; 


ic) If he be acquitted, it shall be open to the management to proceed 
against him under the provisions sot out below in sub-paragraphs (9) 
and (10) infra relating to discharges. However in the event of <he 
management deciding after enquiry not to continue him in service 
he shall be liable only for termination of service with three months 
pay and allowances in lieu of notice. And he 3hall be deemed to have 
been on duty during the period of suspension, if any, and shall be 
entitled to the full pay and allowances minus such subsistence allow- 
ance as he has drawn and to all other privileges for the period of 
suspension- provided that if he be acquitted by being given the 
benefit of doubt he may be paid such portion of such pay and allow- 
ances as the management may deem proper, and the period of his 
absence shall not he treated as a period spent on duty unless the 


management so direct. 

<d) If he prefers an appeal or revision application against his conviction 
and is acquitted, in case he had already been dealt with as above, 
and he applies to the management for reconsideration of his case, 
the management shall review his case and may either reinstate him 
or proceed against him under the provisions set out below in sub- 
paragraphs 9 and 10 infra relating to discharge, and the provisions 
set out P above as to pay, allowances and the period of suspension 
will apply the period up-to-date for which full pay and allowances 
have not been drawn being treated as one of suspension. In the 
event of the management deciding, after enquiry, not to continue him 
in service the employee shall be liable only for termination wi b 
three months' pay aAd allowances in lieu of notice, as directed 
above." 

Para 521(c) therefore provides that if the employee is acquitted, It shall te 
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the benefit of doubt he was not entitled to reinstatement but he shall be liable 
only for termination of service with three months’ pay and allowances as mentioned 
therein and as such the Bank acted in good faith and quite legally in accordance 
with Para, 52 1 (2) (c) of Sastry Award in terminating the services of the concerned 
workman. 

Shri Prasad, the concerned workman, however, relied on Para. 521(2)(d). quoted 
above, and, submitted that because he preferred an appeal against his conviction 
and was acquitted he was entitled to reinstatement when he applied for reinstate- 
ment on 23rd November, 1957, by his application Ext. M. 18, because Para. 521 (2) (d) 
does not speak of acquittal by being given the benefit! of doubt, and, therefore, the 
work “acquitted” in Para. 521 (2)(d) means acquittal 'whether by being given the 
benefit of doubt or without it. 

The simple answer to the above contention of Shri Prasad is that Para. 521 (2) (d) 
itself gives a discretion to the Bank either to reinstate his employee or to proceed 
against him under the provisions set out in Paragraphs 9 and 10 of Para. 521 of 
Sastry Award relating to discharge and Para. 521(2)(dj further provides that the 
management in the event of deciding after enquiry not to continue him in service 
the employee shall be liable only for termination with three months' pay and allow- 
ances in lieu of notice as mentioned therein. 

On reading Para. 521(2)(c) and (d) it appears to me that the Bank by serving 
a chargesheet on the concerned workman Shri Prasad Ext. M. 21 on 5th April, 1958 
and instituting the enquiry Into the said chargesheet did not act illegally or in con- 
travention of the Sastry Award, and, therefore, simply because the Bank did not 
reinstate the concerned workman on being acquitted by being given the benefit 
of doubt as asked for by Shri Prasad, the concerned workman, on 23rd November, 
1957, by his application E.rt. M. 18, it cannot be said on that ground alone that 
there was want of good faith on the part of the Bank. I, therefore, hold that there 
was no lack of good faith on the part of the management in not re-instating Shri 
Prasad on his acquittal. The question whether there was good faith in prosecuting 
Shri Prasad and whether his prosecution amounted to an act of Victimisation will 
be considered separately hereinafter. 


Re. (2): 

27. Shri Prasad contended that it will appear from the High Court judgment 
Ext. M. 2 that Shri Aslt Mazumdar. one of the co-accused, was the real person 
responsible for the fraud, but he was not chargesheeted and this act of the manage- 
ment is a definite proof of discrimination on the part of the management and the 
fact that the management drew up a proceeding against the concerned workman 
was an act of victimisation. It was further submitted that another co-accused of 
Shri Prasad Shri D. C, P. Verma, was reinstated with full wages, but Shri Prasad 
was singled’ out for being proceeded against in a departmental proceeding simply 
berause he was the Genera! Secretary of the Union and a founder member of the 
union It was further submitted that the Hon’ble High Court in its judgement 
Ext. M 2 ( Under subsequent conduct 3(a) has observed; that "P-W. 4, J. Nath. 
Agent, Central Bank of India, Ballygunge Branch, admitted that as Secretary of the 
Provincial Branch of the Employees' Union, Sheo Shankar (this concerned work, 
man) had to help employees at times and to criticise the management’. Relying 
on this fact it was contended that this fact clearly shows his victimisation was be- 
cause of his being General Secretary and founder member of the union. 

In reply Shri Barua. on behalf ol the Bank, contended that Shri D. C. P. Verma 
was honourably acquitted, and, therefore, he was reinstated, and, likewise Shri 
Asit Mazumdar was discharged and therefore, he also was allowed to resume duties 
and as such there was no discrimination on the part of the Bank. In this con- 
nection Shri Barua relied on the following facts; 


Six persons were arrested by police out of these only three, namely, Sheo 
Shankar Prasad, the concerned workman; D. C. P. Verma and S. N, Sarkar were 
sent up for trial and the other three, namely, Asit Mazumdar, Rameshwar Prasac , 
and Samalendra Nath Sarkar were all discharged and therefore Asit Mazumdar 
was allowed to resume dutv. Both Shri Prasad and Shri S. N. Sarkar were convict- 
ed by the Sessions Court but later were acquitted by being given the benefit of 
doubt, and, therefore, both of them were discharged from Bank’s service after 
serving chargesheets on them and instituting enquiries into them and after they 
had been found qui.ty of gross misconduct. It was further submitted by Shri Barua 
that the Bank was not the complainant but the State was the complainant as tt 
was a police case and for these reasons he submitted that there was no case ot 
discrimination or victimisation either, 
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th P T Union Ct f t !lfp t H t ^L C0 T?^ ern ^ w ? rkm , a "’ Skri p rasad, was the founder member of 
the Union, called the Bihar Provincial Central Bank of India Employees’ Assocla- 

nffLfpL 116 Wa ? i£ S ^ T el ? eral Secretary Is not denied by Shri Barua the list of the 
P^ W % erS n° f ^“2? selected on 5th/6th June, 1960 attached to the Resolution 
o' : v ' U. shows that the concerned workman Shri Prasad was elected General 
secretary of the said union at its general meeting held on 5th/6th June, 1960, The 
1 1 !^/LS, ffl f e ' Be ? rer3 ^ a t taehed to the Resolution Ext. W 14 shows that on 
15th/18th August, 1964 there was only a Conference of the Union at Muzaffarpur at 
which the concerned workman Shri Prasad, was again elected General Secretary, 
this was, of course, after his discharge on 18th July, 1960. Coupled with th e above 
thcts is the letter Ext. W 6 marked ‘Private and Confidential' dated the 2nd June, 
1960 of Shri S. R. Tipnis from Indore to Shri N. A. Wazifdar. Bombay, regarding 
Re completion of Departmental Enquiry In the case of Shri Prasad, in which Shri 
Tipnis said; “During the Enquiry I had found Shri Prasad, to be difficult and argu- 
mentative. He is ahvays well briefed and knows thoroughly his rights and legal 
remedies and is capable of adopting any tactics which suit him. After the findings 
are read, 1 except he would ask for a copy of the same.” In Ext. W 9 the letter 
from Shri S. R. Tipnis, the Enquiry Officer, to Mr, Cooper, Deputy Manager of the 
Bank at Head Office, Bombay, on 13th June, 1960, regarding findings in the Depart- 
mental Enquiry against Shri Prasad, in Para 4, Shri Tipnis suggests that on page 
40 the following words on lines 6 and 7 in the proposed findings, as suggested by 
the Head Office at Bombay, “which is equivalent to entertaining grave doubt as in 
the honesty of Shir 1 Shankar Prasad" should be deleted because such a categorical 
statement was unnecessary. In Para 5 Shri Tipnis suggested that the next sentence 
may be more cautiously worded as under: 


“An employer could, never be happy with an employee whose conduct at any 
time has given grounds for a reasonable suspecion." 

Shri Tipnis in his letter dated the 10th June, i960 Ext. W 8 sent instructions and 
a copy of his findings to Shri Cooper for his approval and Shri Cooper conveyed in 
his letter dated 17th June, 1960 Ext. W 10 to Shri Tipnis Ills approval of the findings. 
From thes facts, and taking an overall picture of the whole thing from the begining 
to the end, the sum total impression of the evidence left on the mind Is that there 
Is no doubt that Shri Prasad was not liked by the Bank for his trade union activities 
and, in such a situation, therefore, It Is not at all surprising that the Bank would 
naturally like, as far as possible, to get rid of such a strong headache to the Bank. 


28. In the above connection, the observation of His Lordship Mr. Justice Gajen- 
dragadkar (as then he was) who Spoke for the Court, in Kharda and Co. Ltd. Vs. 
Its Workmen, 1963(H) L.L.J, 452, at page 456, may appositely be read here. His 
Lordship observed : 


"In this connection it is necessary to point out that unlike domestic enquiries 
against public servants to which Art. 311 of the Constitution applies, 
in industrial enquiries, the question of the bona tides or mala tides of 
the employer is often at issue. If it is shown that the employer was 
actuated by a desire t o victimise a workman for his trade union acti- 
vities, that itself may, in some cases, introduce an infirmity m the 
order of dismissal passed against such a workman. The question of 
motive is hardly relevant in enquiries held against public servants— 
vide Union Territory of Tripura and another V. Copal Chandra Dutta 
Choudhurt (A.I.R. 1958 S.C. 601). That is another reason whv domes- 
tic enquiries in industrial matters should be held with scrupulous re- 
gard for the requirements of natural justice, Care must always be 
taken to see that these enquiries are not reduced to an empty forma- 
lity." (Underlined by me). 


The present case is a clear example where the Bank was actuated by a desire 
to victimise Shri Prasad for his trade Union activities and as remarked hy the 
Enquiry Officer in his letter dated 2nd June, 1960 to Shri Wazifdar Ext. W 6 Shri 
Prasad, being "difficult and argumentative” and “always well briefed and knows 
throughly his rights and legal remedies capable of adopting any tactics which suit 
him”, he was made to pay the penalty for his ability and capacity and, therefore, 
Shri Wazifdar in his letter dated the 18th March 1958, Ext. W 3, to Shri TJpnis, 
before the enquiry had started on 28th April 1958, after service of Show Cause 
notice on him on 13th January 1958, Ext. M 19 and the service of the chargesheet 
Ext. M. 21 on 5th April, 1958 on him, wrote that "You (he. Shri Tipnis, the Enquiry 
Officer) should on the basis of the above documents come to an affirmative fir d no 
as to their gross misconduct in respect of Charge No, (D against H°tH of them arid 
pass orders of discharge on both of them as pe- the directions dd? Para 3°B of the 

Sastry Award ” Shri Prasad was already dismissed we.f. 1st October, 19o6 by 

letter dVted 22nd October, 1956 Ext. M 15 in his conviction ^ut ^ffuently ^the 
said dismissal dated 22nd October, 1956 was set aside on 7th July 1960 by a letter 
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dated 7th July, 1900 Ext. M. 30 and he was discharged from the Bank’s service 
w.e.f. 18th July, 1960 by a letter dated 18th July, 1960 Ext. M 17. 

Taking an impartial, unbassed view of the evidence on the record, in my 
opinion, there appears no manner of even any reasonable doubt in the mind 
that all the high ups of the Bank joined hands any how to get rid of Shri 
Prasad, a great eye sore to the Bank, and, therefore, Coached up their Enquiry 
Officer from before the enquiry started on 28th April, 1960, by giving ail possible 
directions and instructions, as will appear, for instance, from Ext. W. 3 dated 
18th March, 1958 and got a made-to-order repo.'t Ext. M. 16, wiih approved find- 
ings, ready and final and it was delivered on 7th July, 1960 (See Ext. M. 4 dated 
7th July, 1958; Ext. W. 10 dated the 17th June, 1960 and Ext. W. 7 dated the 
17th June, 1960). The letters Exts. W 3 to W 11 leave no manner of doubt that 
the Bank was determined to get a verdict of guilty returned against Shri Prasad 
in order to terminate his service. The above documents and the other facts of 
circumstances, referred to above, in my opinion, prove sufficiently that the Bank 
was actuated by the motive of victimisation in starting a proceeding against 
the concerned workman, because he was considered turbulent and not a “Yes 
Man’’ of the Bank in order to get rid of him. 

For the reasons given above, therefore, .1 hold that although there was no 
discrimination on the part of the Bank in starting" a proceeding against the con- 
cerned workman, but, certainly, the Bank was guilty of victimisation in prose- 
cuting the concerned workman simply, and only, because of hia influence in the 
union and his trade union activities, which were not denied before the Tribunal. 
The domestic enquiry, in the instant case, was nothing but an empty formality, 
a mere show, travesty of justice and up-heard of. 

Re. (3) 

29. It was contended by Shri Prasad that he was victimised because of lawful 
acts performed by him on behalf of the workmen and In their interest as General 
Secretary of the union in which capacity he had to criticize the management, as 
admitted by P.W. 4, Shri J, Nath, Agent, Central Bank of India. Ballygunge and, 
as mentioned in the High Court judgment, Ext. M. 2, on this question, no argu- 
ment was advanced on behalf of the Bank, and, therefore, for the reasons given 
under the second objection decided above, I hold that Shri Prasad was victimised 
for the reasons given above as proved by the documents mentioned above for his 
trade union activities, which he was perfectly justified in doing and carrying on 
as General Secretary of the Union for the benefit and welfare of the workmen, 
who were the members of his union, however, irksome it might have been to the 
Bank. 

30. It was contended by Shri Prasad that no witness was examined by the 
Bank at the domestic enquiry before the Enquiry Officer to prove any of the two 
charges against him, but, what the Bank did was that it filed certified copies of 
the depositions of P- W. 29— Md. Idrish; F. W. 30— Surya Narain Sarma and 
P.W. 23 — Dayanand Singh, examined before the Sessions Court, without examin- 
ing PWs. 29, 30 & 23, before the Enquiry Officer also, besides. Shri Prasad’s ex- 
planation Ext. M. 20 filed on 18th February 1958, before the Bank at MuzafEarpur, 
and, his written statement recorded under Section 342 of the Cr. P.C, Ext. M. 25 
before the Sessions Judge, in support of the Charge No. 1. Shri Prasad contended 
that it was illegal and this procedure adopted by the Enquiry Officer and In re- 
ferring to the depositions of witnesses recorded in the Sessions Courts without 
examining the witnesses at the enquiry was illegal and this vitiated the enquiry. 
Shri Prasad further submitted that he neither in his explanation dated 18th Feb- 
ruary 1958 Ext. M. 20 nor in his written statement under Sections 342 of the Cr. 
P.C.. EXt. M. 25 admitted that he was owner of any rickshaw factory or any 
flour mill. With regard charge No. 2, It was contended by Shri Prasad that the 
Bank relied on the evidence of P.Ws. 1, 4, 6, 8, 11, 12, 14, 17, 20, 23, 29 and 30, 
before the Sessions Court and also on his written statement Ext. M, 25 in the 
Sessions Court, but all these witnesses were disbelieved and their evidence was 
rejected by the High Court, as it will apapear from Ext. M. 2, and therefore, In 
the absence of these witnesses it was most irregular for the Enquiry Officer to 
rely on the depositions of these witnesses, who had been held unreliable and who 
had given their evidence before the Sessions Court and not before the Enquiry 
Officer- For these reasons, it was contended that the finding of the Enquiry Officer 
in support of both the charges was vitiated. 

31. In reply. Shri Barua, on behalf of the Bank, contended that the Bank 
depended mainiy on the concerned workman’s own statement before the Sessions 
Court, Ext. M. 25. wherein there are his admissions by which both the charges are 
proved against him, and, therefore, the fact that the witnesses certified copies of 
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whose depositions given before the Sessions Court were put in before the Enquiry 
Officer, were not examined by the Bank was of no consequence at all and may 
be ignored. In this connection, he very strongly relied on the observation of 
Maugham, J., in Maclean Vs. The Workers’ Union (1962) I Ch. 602, at pages 
<520-621. 


I may mention that Shrl Barua did not attempt to justify the discharge by 
leading evidence before the Tribunal, but he contented himself with producing the 
evidence at the enquiry proceeding and subsequently relying only and mainly on 
Exts. M. 2, M. 20 and M. 25 and urged that the enquiry was properly held and 
that the Tribunal had no jurisdiction to sit in appeal over the finding recorded at 
the said enquiry and the order of discharge passed in consequence of the said 
finding. The answer to this is the decision of the Supreme Court hi Associated 
Cement Companies Ltd. Vs. Their Workmen 1963(2) LLJ 396. In the above case. 
His Lordship Gajendragadkar, (as then he was), speaking for the Court at page 
399, observed: 

“It Is true that domestic enquiries need not be conducted in accordance with 
the technical requirements of criminal trials, but they must be fairly 
conducted and in holding them, considerations of fairplay and natural 
justice must govern the conduct of the enquiry officer , (Underlined 
by me). 


32. Shrl Barua, in the alternative, also contended, relying on the decision of 
the Supreme Court in workmen of the Motipur Sugar Factory Private Ltd., Vs. 
Motipur Sugar Factor y Private Lid., A.I.R. 1965, 1803, at page 1808, 1966 B.L, J. H. 
258 feat if the Tribunal held that the domestic enquiry was not proper and fair, 
the Tribunal could give an opportunity to the Bank to prove its case to do Justice 
between the parties without relying too much on technical considerations. It was 
admitted by the Bank and it could not possibly be disputed, that these witnesses, 
that is P W 29 P W 23 and, P.W. 30, before the Sessions Court, regarding 
charge' No. 1, an'd P.Ws. 1, 4, 6, 8, 11, 12, 14, 17, 20, 23, 29 and 30 in respect of 
charge No. 2 before the Sessions Court, were disbelieved and not relied upon and 
their evidence were held unreliable by the Hon’ble High Court, as will appear from 
the High Court Judgment Ext. M. 2. Realising this inherent infirmity and weak- 
ness and un surmountable difficulty in the Bank’s case Shrl Barua, contended that 
he relied soley on the written statement of the concerned workmen, Shri Prasad 
under Sec. 342 Cr. P.C. Ext. M. 25 recorded by the Sessions Court in respect of 
both the charges and also on his explanation dated 18th February 1958 Ext. M. 20 
filed before the Central Bank of India, Muzaffarpur, in respect of charge No 1, 
which fully supports both the charges. Shri Barua, therefore, asked me to consider 
only these two documents Exts. M. 20 and M. 25 and on their basis to find out If 
the finding of gross misconduct, recorded by the Enquiry Officer in his Enquiry 
Report dated 7th July 1960, Ext. M. 16 was correct, 

If my finding that Exts. W. 3 to W. 11 and W. 16 are genuine is correct, 
ns T h 0 De it Is because It Is proved beyond doubt by Ext. W. 16 itself referred to 
in detail before “part from the other documents, that Exts. W. 3 to W. 11 are 
genuine, then the facts, which merge from these documents, are— 

(i) That regarding charge No. 1 the Enquiry Officer was made pre-determlned 
and Coached up and asked on 18th March 1958, as will appear from Ext. W. 3, by 
Shrl N. A. Wazifdar from Bombay to “come to an affirmative finding as to their 
gross misconduct in respect of charge No. 1 against both of them, (we are not 
concerned with the other accused Shrl S. N. Sarkar here) and pass orders of 
discharge on both of them ns per the directions vide Para 505 of the Sas fry 
Award” In Ext W. 3, the Enquiry Officer requested to peruse carefully the 
A J thf nnid Para and try to fit in your finding with the actual phraseology 

Tinnis- and regarding Charge No. 2. as will appear from Ext W. 3 ltseil, Mil 
N A Wazifdar asked Shrl Tipnis, the Enquiry Officer, to do as below: 

“But as the High Court after examining all the evidence has given them 
the benefit of doubt and on that basis acquitted them you can say 
in your order that without meaning any disrespect to the decision of 
the High Court, it would be inexpedient, if not dangerous to the 
interest of the Bank to retain such persons m the employment of the 
Bank which is essentially a credit institution. 
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himself according to the wishes of the top officials of the Bank, Could it be said 
to be justice? Could this procedure followed he said to be in accordance with the 
principles of natural justice where prejudice reigned supreme and impartiality, 
fair play, went to the winds; 

(ii) On 7th July 1958, after the enquiry had started on 28th April 1958 and 
before the enquiry report was given on 7th July 1960 Shri Tipins, the Enquiry 
■Officer, sent a letter to Shri N. A, Wazifdar, Ext. M. 4, enclosing his findings in 
respect of charge No. 2 against Shri Prasad and another, saying that they had to 
be redrafted after he had consultations with the Legal Adviser, Mr. Asayaker 
during his last visit to Bombay. Thereafter, Shri Tipnis says: 

“Please advise me your approval of the entire findings. If any suggestions 
are to be conveyed the same may please be communicated to me at 
Indore on or before the 12th instant. If not they may be sent to 
Patna when I shall reach on ihe 14th evening and leave in the after- 
noon of the 15th instant for Muzaffarpur. I have already advised 
Head Office of having fixed 16th instant as the date to give the find- 
ings at Muzaffarpur in the Bank premises.” 

(iii) On 2nd June 1960 after the second prosecution of Shri Prasad had been 
■quashed Ext. IV. 12 and before the enquiry report was given on 7th July 1960 
Ext. M. 16 by Shri Tipnis, Shri Tipnis, wrote a letter marked ‘Private and confi- 
dential' on 2nd June 1960 Ext. W. 6 to Shri N. A. Wazifdar regarding completion 
of departmental enquiry in the case of Shri Prasad. In this letter, Lxt. W. 6 he 
said, as has been reproduced earlier also: 

‘‘During the enquiry I had found Shri Prasad to be difficult and argumenta- 
tive. He is always well briefed and knows thoroughly his rights and 
legal remedies and is capable of adopting any tactics which suit him. 
After the findings arc read I expect he would ask for a copy of same. 


Thereafter, he mentions other matters and wants to know what other procedure 
should be followed; 


(iv) On 17th June 1960 Shri F. C. Cooper, Deputy Manager, of the Bank at 
Head Office Bombay, wrote a letter from Bombay to Shri Tipnis Ext. W. 7 asking 
Shri Tipnis that: '‘Since there is now sufficient time please sent us early a copy 
of the findings In this case for our approval.” Thereafter. Shri Cooper advised Shri 
Tipnis that the concerned workman Shri Prasad may be given some time to sub- 
mit what he has to say in writing regarding the proposed punishment so that no 
unnecessary difficulty may be created later on; 

(v) On 10th June 1960 Shri Tipnis wrote a letter to Shri Cooper Ext. W. 8 in 
reply to Shri Cooper's earlier letter Ext. W. 7, that he had noted his instructions 
and he was enclosing a copy of the findings for his perusal and his approval may 
please be advised at an early date; 


(vil On 13th June 1960 Shri Tipnis wrote a letter marked ‘private and confi- 
dential’ Ext. W. 9 to Shri Cooper saying that h e had closely read the findings and 
he feels that the changes mentioned therein are advisable and may be allowed to 
be made. Later on, in Para 5 of his letter, he says that the next sentence may be 
more cautiously worked as under; 

“An employer could never be happy within employee whose conduct at 
any time hag given grounds for a reasonable suspicion. 

Thereafter he suggests that the following words appearing at the end of page 40 
and beginning of page 41 may also be deleted for reason stated above undeit) 
"which in otner words amounts to entertaining a grave doubt about the honesty 
of Shiv Shankar Prasad.”; and 

(vii) On 17th June, 1960 Shri Cooper . wrote a letter marked ‘private and con- 
fidential’ Ext W. 10 in reply, to Shri Tipnis s letter Ext. W. 8, saying that we 
approve your findings with ihe necessary amendments as suggested in your D.O. 
letter No. 10. dated 13.6.60.” (ie. Ext. W. 9) 

34 The above facts which we get from Exts. W. 3 to IV. 10, therefore, prove 
in mv opinion, beyond any reasonable doubt that the Enquiry Officer was not at 
all an impartial and an unprejudiced and unbiased officer, but he was only 
m 1 4-i.p hands nf the Bank and was made to return a verdict of guilty,, aa 

desired by the Bank, in the manner suggested by. the Bank’s higher authorities. 
rmA Frmiirv Officer it appears had sold his conscience and had no individuality 
own and he was completely a ''Yes Man” of the Bank. I quite appreciate 
11 1 nr j pr retain his service and to Set promotion he had to do against hl3 
coMc^nc^and to acraccording to the dkffii of his Bosses, But for this the 
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workman cannot suffer. For these reasons, the Enquiry Officer was not at all the 
proper person to hold the enquiry and on this ground alone his enquiry report Is 
vitiated and cannot at all he upheld and held to be fair and proper and just. If 
he would have been an impartial, independent, unprejudiced and unbiased officer, 
he had no business to seek confirmation of his findings from the top officers of the 
Bank, to seek instructions from them as to what he should do and what he should 
not. He should not have entertained the request of Shri N, A. Wazifdar conveyed 
to him in Ext. W. 3 to come to an affirmative finding as to the gross misconduct 
of Shri Prasad in respect of charge No. 1 and in regard to charge No. 2 and to 
say that it would be inexpedient, if not dangerous, to the interest of the Bank to 
retain such persons in the employment of the Bank, which is essentially a credit 
institution. I may observe that I have never come across such a domestic enquiry 
held in such a perverse manner. 


I have, therefore, no hesitation in upholding the objection of the workman, 
Shri Prasad, and in holding that the domestic enquiry was not at all fair and 
proper and in accordance with natural justice, and, that it was vitiated by the 
several infirmities pointed out above, and, therefore, it must be set aside and 
accordingly, I set it aside. 


35. The next question is, what then should be done. I asked the Bank 
repeatedly if it would like to adduce evidence before the Tribunal, but, it refused 
to do so, and, therefore, instead of relying on the oral statement of Shri Barua 
I asked him to file a written petition to that effect, and, accordingly, both the 
Bank and Shri Prasad filed petitions on 12lh March, 1906 saying that none of 
them propose to examine any witness before the Tribunal either regarding charge 
No. 1 or Charge No 2. The Bank, however, later on, sent a petition, which was 
received on 21st March, 1966 under a registered cover, in which the Bank reiterat- 
ed its stand and re-stated the reasons for not examining witnesses in respect of 
any charge before the Tribunal, Shri Barua also asked me to read for myself 
the written statement of the workman under Section 342 Cr. P. C. before the 
Sessions Court Ext. M. 25 and his statement before the Bank filed on 18th February 
1958 Ext. M. 20 and to find out if the Bank’s contention that there were admissions 
of the concerned workman in these two documents, which proved to the hilt at 
least charge No. 1 is concerned, is correct. To this request I casually remarked 
that if the enquiry be held to be invalid and is not sustained, I do not think it 
would be proper for me to look into the papers of the enquiry when no fresh 
evidence has been adduced before the Tribunal because in doing so, it may be 
said that I was acting as an appellate court sitting in appeal over the finding of 
the Enquiry Officer, At the instance and on the instance of the Bank I have, 
however, looked into the two documents, Exts. M. 20 and 25 on which alone the 
Bank relied to prove the charge No. 1, as it did not press charge No. 2 and gave 
it up. Let us see how far the contention of the Bank can be upheld. After 
deciding this question, I will deal with the Motipur Sugar Factory case on which 
alone very strong reliance was placed by Shri Barua. 

30. Paragraph 521(4) (a) of Sastry Award is in these terms: 

"521. A person against whom disciplinary action is proposed or likely to be 
taken should, in the first instance, be informed of the particular of 
the charge against him; he should have a proper opportunity to give 
his explanation as to such particulars. Final orders should be passed 
after due consideration of all the relevant facts an.d circumstances. 
With this object in view we give the following directions: — 
****»• 


(4) By the expression "gross misconduct’’ shall be meant any cf the 
following acts and omissions on the part of an employee: 

* • * * * * 


(a) engaging in any trade or business outside the scope of his duties 
except with the permission of the Bank;” 

* * * * 

The chargesheet issued on 5th April, 1958 against Shri Prasad Ext. M. 21 speci- 
fies the two charges against him for which he was proceeded against ana tho 
departmental enquiry was instituted. These two charges were: 

Charges 

"(1) It has been established in the course of the trial before the Sessions 
Court at Muzaffarpur in the Sitamarhi Fraud Case that Shri Shiv 
Shankar was owner of a rickshaw factory and a flour mill at Muzaf- 
farpur and the same has been admitted by him in his statement before 
the said court. While he was in the service of the Bank he engaged 
himself in trade or business outside the scope of his duties without 
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the permission of the Bank, which amounts to gross misconduct vide 
para 521 (4) (a) of the Sastry Award.” 

“(2) The facts that came to light from the evidences recorded during the 
trial in the Sessions Court in the Sitamarhi Fraud Case as also the 
movements and conduct of Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad before, on and 
subsequent to the date of the fraud would go to show that his con- 
duct in the above fraud was not clean and above board. This has 
been further confirmed by the fact that he has not been honourably 
acquitted by the High Court at Patna of the charges levelled against 
him but has been acquitted as having been given the benefit of doubt 
by the said High Court.” 

As the second charge, quoted above, has been given up and not pressed finally 
at the hearing and Shri Barua, on behalf of the Bank, has concentrated only and 
solely on the first charge, above mentioned, I will deal with it alone and confine 
myself to it only. 

37. The first charge is in accordance with Para 521 (4) (a) of Sastry Award, 
and, therefore, it was alleged that as he -was owner of a rickshaw factory and 
flour mill at Muzaffarpur and the same has been admitted in his statement before 
the Sessions Court Ext. M. 25 he had committed gross misconduct in as much as 
he has violated Paragraph 521 (4) (a) of the Sastry Award. As I said before, 
Shri Barua does not now rely on the depositions of the witnesses, named before, 
in respect of Charge No. 1, namely, Md, Idris, P.W. 29; Suraj Narayan Sharma, 
P.W. 30; Dayanand Singh, P.W. 23; before the Sessions Court, because they were 
not examined before the Enquiry Officer, and only the certified copies of their 
depositions were put in before the Enquiry Officer, and, therefore, it is no longer 
necessary to refer to their evidences. I, therefore, will confine myself only to 
two documents, namely, Exts. M. 20 and M. 25. 

38. In reply to the chargcsheet dated the 13th January, 1958 Ext, M. 19, Shri 
Prasad filed his explanation on 18th February. 1958 Ext. M. 20 before the Bank. 
In his explanation Ext. M. 20 to the chargesheet. dated 18t.h February, 1958 in 
Para 6 he entirely denied that he had made any admission and asserted that the 
entire assumption that he had made any such admission before the Sessions Court 
is wrong and, thereafter, he quoted his alleged admission before the Sessions 
Court and said that the very fact that he has mentioned “ Hamare ” at another 
place show that these arc business of the family to which he belongs and it was 
incorrect to say that he personally owned Tyre Re-Treading or Rickshaw Factory 
or Atta Mill or indulged in any trade or business outside the scope of his duties. 
He further asserted in Para 6 that his younger brother Hari Shankar Prasad is 
the proprietor of a firm called Shankar and Co. which fact may be verified from 
the documents of the Bank itself where the said company maintains an account 
which is operated by Han Shankar Prasad as proprietor. In support of this 
assertion Shri Prasad, as will appear from the Enquiry Report Ext. M. 10, filed the 
following four documents: 

1. Licence No, 59 of Muzaffarpur Municipality for running flour mill for 

year 1954-55, the fees having been paid on 2nd February, 1955. 

2. Certificate No. 84 dated 11th January, 1955 of Chief Inspector of Weights, 

Bihar, describing Mr. Harishankar Prasad as proprietor of Shri Umesh. 
Flour Mill, Muzaffarpur, 

3. Treasury Challan No, 599 of 21st November, 1957 of Muzaffarpur Treasury 

depositing renewal licence fee for Umesh Flour mill, tendered by 
Mr. Harishankar Prasad. 

4. Muzaffarpur Jail Order No. 12 dated 23rd June, 1956 issued to Mr. Hari 

Shankar Prasad for grinding 50 mds. of wheat. 

These documents were rejected by the Enquiry Officer, as will appear from 
his Enquiry Report Ext. M. 16, on the ground, to quote the Enquiry Officer, that: 
“The Sitamarhi Fraud took place on 28th August, 1953. Mr. Shew Shankar Prasad 
was arrested by the Policy for alleged complicity in the fraud in November, 1953 
and was suspended by the Bank on 11th November. 1953. The dates of the above 
documents are all subsequent to the date of Mr, Prasad’s arrest and suspension 
and, do not, therefore, give any indication as to whether the flour mill belonged 
to Mr. Harishankar Prasad right from the beginning. Shri Prasad further relied 
on the evidence of P.W. 31, Shri Moni Bhusan Roy, Inspector of Police, before the 
Sessions Court, in support of his case, that the rickshaw factory belonged to his 
brother Shri Harishankar Prasad and at the time of search of the house of Shri 
Harishankar Prasad documents relating to Shankar Rickshaw Factory were 
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recovered from his house but those documents were missing from the police Mal- 
khana for obvious reasons. P.W. 31, Mani Bhusan Roy on 10th May, I960 stated: 
“On search of the house of Hari Shankar one daily expense book of Shankar Rick- 
shaw Factory from 2nd May, 1947 to 2nd October, 1948 and one Cash book from 
the 29th October to July 31st, 1949 were seized. They were seized to And the 
connection of Madar Bux with Sheo Shankar. They might be in the Malkhana.” 
Later, P.W. 31-Mani Bhushan Roy — on 18th May, 1966 staled: “to Court — the pa- 
pers recovered from the Rickshaw Factory are missing from the Police Malkhana.” 
Certified copies of the depositions of the witnesses before the Sessions Court, 
marked Vol. I, pages 1 lo 91, at the request of the Bank, were marked in a lump 
as Ext. M. 33, In Ext. M. 33, we get the deposition of Shri Moni Bhusyn Roy, 
P.W. 31, the above quotations from his evidence are from, page 170, corresponding 
to page 46 noted in the margin, and from page 192, corresponding to page 85 in 
the margin, These fucts were not even mentioned or referred to, much less con- 
sidered by the Enquiry Officer in his report, Ext. M. 16, The Enquiry Officer, how- 
ever, observed in his Enquiry Report, Ext. M. 16, at page 26, while considering 
charge No. 1, thinking that the onus was on the concerned workman to prove the 
case of the Bank, that: “Besides no documentary evidence has been produced 
regarding the actual ownership of rickshaw factory or the Tyre-Retreading Co., 
even though Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad was in a better position to do so than the 
Bank management.” In my opinion, the Enquiry Officer wrongly placed the onus 
on the concerned workman. It Is no doubt true, that domestic enquiries are not 
in the same category as criminal prosecution or even a Civil proceeding in Court, 
and, therefore, provisions of the Indian Evidence Act do not apply to such pro- 
ceedings. Nevertheless, the ordinary principles of proof and also the rules of 
natural justice must be applied. The charges are to he proved by the prosecution 
and it is not the duty of the delinquent to prove any part of it. It was, therefore, 
for the Bank to prove beyond any reasonable doubt that Shri Prasad was the 
owner of the flour mill as well as of the rickshaw factory, which only formed the 
subject matter of Charge No. 1. It may be mentioned here that charge No. 1 
specifically mentions, and, charges the concerned workman for being owner of a 
rickshaw factory and a flour mill at Muzaffarpur and there is no mention what- 
soever therein of the Tyre-Retreading Company, but, unfortunately, the Enquiry 
Officer, as will appear from his report Ext. M. 16, allowed his finding Lo be influen- 
ced and prejudiced by extraneous and irrelevant matter and travelled beyond the 
charge No. I — E.rl. M. 21 in considering the Tyre-RcUeading Co. also, which was 
not the subject matter of the charge No. 1 at all. This, in my opinion, is infirmity 
in the enquiry report of the Enquiry Officer which vitiates it. 

Ext. M. 20: 

39, It is rather surprising that the Bank, inspite of knowing, as will appear 
from the evidence of the Inspector of Police, P.W. 31 — Shri Moni Bhusan Roy, 
before the Sessions Court, that from the house of Harishankar Prasad one daily 
expense book of Shankar Rickshaw Factory from 2nd May 1947 to 2nd October 
1948 and one cash book from 19th October 1948 to 31st July 1949 were seized 
In order to establish the connection of Madar Bux with Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad, 
which was the subject matter of the charge before the Sessions Court, but those 
documents vanished from the Government Police Malkhana, the Bank made no 
attempt to take copies of licences of the Flour Mill from the Muzaffarpur Munici- 
pality or of certificates of Chief Inspector of Weights at least of the years prior 
to 1953, in order to prove that the concerned workman was really the owner and 
proprietor of the flour mill and not his younger brother Shri Hari Shankar 
Prasad, as alleged by the concerned workman. The Municipality cannot be said 
to be a private organisation from which documents cannot be obtained but the 
Bank did not care at all to take copies ol documents from the Municipality either 
in respect of the flour mill or in respect of the trade in rickshaw in order to 
prove that these two were owned by the concerned workman and not by his 
younger brother as alleged. The Enquiry Officer, therefore, has acted Illegally 
and wrongly In placing the onus on the concerned workman to prove the negative 
that he was not the owner either of the flour mill or of the rickshaw factory. 
In this respect, therefore, In my opinion, the enquiry report suffers from another 
infirmity which also vitiates his report. 

40. Let us now see If Charge No. 1 is proved by the alleged admissions of 
Shri Prasad contained in Exts. M. 20 or M. 25, Ext. M. 20. as I said before, was 
the explanation of Shri Prasad filed on 18th February 1958 in reply to tbe Show 
Cause notice Ext. M. 19 issued by the Bank on 13th January 1958. before the 
Chief Agent, Central Bank of India, Muzaffarpur, In this explanation Ext. M. 20 
in Para 6 he has In emphatic terms denied that he has ever made the alleged 
admissions in the Sessions Court that he engaged himself In trade or business 
and that he was the proprietor of the cycle rickshaw factory, He has quoted 
the alleged admission from his written statement under Section 342 Cr. P.C., 
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Ext. M 25 and shown, in my opinion, very satisfactorily that the fact that he 
mentioned “Mere family me' at one place and used the plural “Hamare” at an- 
other place shows clearly that he meant his family and not himself personally, 
and therefore, it was entirely incorrect to infer from that, as rightly asserted 
« r him m Para C, that he was owner of the rickshaw factory or Atta Mill with 
Which alone we are concerned under Charge No, 1. In my opinion, therefore. 
Ext, M 20, does not amount to any admission of the concerned workman to the 
effect that he was the owner of rickshaw factory and Hour Mill at Muzaffarpur 
which were the subject matter, of chargesheet Ext, M 21. 

Ext. M. 25: 

41. Ext. M 25 is his written statement under Section 342 Cr. P.C, filed before 
the Sessions Court. His written statement Is in Hindi but when translated In 
English it means that in his Mohalla Madar Bux used to live and he had no 
concern with any of the two and to say that some Madar Bux was our servant 
In our rickshaw factory or flour mill or in other kind of business is entirely false. 
In this statement, the word used is ‘‘Hamare’’, which obviously would mean "out”. 
because if a man speaks of himself personally the word used would have been 
“Mere family me ", and not the plural "Hamare” . which would mean family as 
rightly said by the concerned workman. This statement is his written statement, 
and la not recorded in the form of questions and answers. But from what he 
mentions therein, in my opinion, there is no doubt that there is no admission 
that he personally owned any rickshaw factory :or flour mill or had any other 
kind of industry. The work " karbar ” would obviously mean ‘busineess’. From 
this statement the only inference that could be drawn la that It was asserted by 
the bank that one Madar Bux was a servant in his rickshaw factory or flour mill 
or some other business. This pre-supposes, and Is entirely a misleading supposi- 
tion, that he personally did own a rickshaw factory or flour mill or some other 
business. The concerned workman, without realising the implication, however, 
took precaution in using the word “ Hamare ”, that is, 'our' ana not “Mere”, that 
Is. ‘mine’. In my opinion, therefore, there is no admission by the concerned 
workman in Ext. M 25 that he was the owner of a rickshaw factory and a flour 
mill at Muzaffarpur as mentioned in charge No. 1. 1 may mention here that I 

deliberately make no mention of Tyre-Re-treading, because, that Is not the subject 
matter of Charge No. 1, although I find as mentioned earlier that tho Enquiry 
Officer has been very much influenced by that fact but I am not going to give 
any opinion about Tyre Re-treading, which is not the subject matter of Charge 
No. 1. 

E.rt. M2: 

42. Let us now see if on the basis of the observation made by the High Court, 
Ext. M 2, to tile following effect, the concerned workman can bo held guilty of 
charge No. 1: 

“ Admittedly , the Appellant Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad has a flour mill and 
a cycle rickshaw factory at Muzaffarpur. He further claims that he 
has a ture retreading factory in the name and style of Tirhiit Tyre 
Re-treading Co. Muzaffarpur and Mr, Singh has not disputed this 
claim in his Court,” 

It may be mentioned that the fact -whether the concerned workman was the 
owner of a flour mil l and s cycle rickshaw factorv at Muzaffarpur or not was 
not the subject matter before His Lordship, The only question tor consideration 
before His Lordship was whether Ram Bhadur was one and the same man. The 
prosecution case was that the man who called himself Ram Bhadur was really a 
man of Madar Bux, a resident of Chandara at Muzaffarpur, where the concerned 
workman, the appellant before the Hon’ble High Court, also resided, and, Madar 
Bux or Ram Bhadur were not put up for trial because both of them were abscond- 
ing and it was alleged by the prosecution that tlw concerned workman and an- 
other were members of a conspiracy with Madar Bux in pursuance of which the 
offences in that case had been committed. In that connection, the Hon’ble High 
Court held that it had not been established beyond reasonable doubt that Ram 
Bhadur and Madar Bux Is one and the same man and on that finding it was 
conceded that the prosecution case must entirely fail. His Lordship, however, 
proceeded further to consider the evidence adduced bv the prosecution that Ram 
Bhadur and Madar Bux were one and the same man in order to And out If 
either of the two— Shri Prasad and S. N. Sarkar, who Is not before the Tribunal, 
wns a mem^pr of a conspiracy with Ram Bhadur to cheat the Bank, In that 
connection. His Lordship made the observation, ouoted above, hut, that m rny 
opinion cannot be considered to he a finding as that was not the sun wet matter 
of dispute before His Lordship and for that reason His Lordship did not say 
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43, Furthermore, it is well settled by the Supreme Court that “an admission 
is not conclusive proof of the matter admitted, though it may, in certain circum- 
stances, operate as an estoppel”. In that connection, in Nagubai Animal Vs, 
Shama Rao, 1956 S. C. R. 451-AIR 1956 SC 593, Vcnkatarama Iyer J., observed. 

“An admission is not conclusive as to the truth of the matters stated there- 
in. It is only a piece of evidence, the weight to be attached to 
which must depend on the circumstances under which it is made. 
It can be shown to be erroneous or untrue, so long as the person 
to whom it was made has not acted upon it to his detriment, when 
it might become conclusive by way of estoppel." “Before the rule 
‘what a party himself admits to be true may reasonably be presumed 
to be so’ can be invoked, it must be shown that there is a clear and 
unambiguous statement by the opponent, such as will be conclusive 
unless explained." 


In the instant case, the Bank has not acted upon the said statement to its 
detriment, which might make it conclusive by way of estoppel. In the instant 
case, the concerned workman in his explanation Ext. M 20 has denied that he 
ever admitted and explained that what he meant by making his alleged statement 
in Ext. M 25. In these circumstances, the alleged admission, cannot be considered 
to be conclusive proof of the matter alleged to be admitted. 


th v,° H ,‘4 Co + urt ’ s J uA Sment Ext. M 2 is a judgment in a 
criminal case. Such a Judgment as observed by the Supreme Court, at page 2811 
In Ami Behan Ghosh Vs. Smt. Latika Bala Dassi, 1955 (2) SCR 270 "is relevant 
only to show that there was such a trial resulting in the conviction and sentence". 
and, it Is not evidence of the fact that Shri Prasad was the owner of a Rickshaw 
Factory and a Flour Mill at Muzaffarpur. “That question has to be decided on 
evidence. Here, the case of Shri Prasad is much stronger, because on appeal 
the said conviction and sentence were set aside by th Hon’ble High Court The 
fact that he was acquitted by being given the benefit of doubt is not relevant 
he , re - At ] observation in such a criminal Judgment, in my opinion, is not ad- 
mlsslble to take the place of a proof, when a dispute arises about that fact In 
subsequent proceeding so ns to relieve the Bank of its obligation to prove by 
affirmative evidence that Shri Prasad was owner of the cycle rickshaw factory 
and the flour mill For the reasons given above, therefore, I am of the opinion 
S? n the l j asis 5’ f t , hf ‘ observation of the Hon’ble High Court in its judg- 
X n r? ir “."Ir™ ^asis of l Prasad’s Written Statement under Section 
' t, charge No. 1 has not been proved, and. therefore, it. is not 
established, on the basis of Ext. M 20, Ext. M 25, and Ext. M 2, on which alone 
relied, jif ter giving up reliance, and very rightly, on the evidence of the 

r/rre, PWs \ vho were dish elieved by the High Court and 

were held to be unreliable, that Shri Prasad was guilty of ’ gross misconduct’ 
within the meaning of Page 521, clause 4(a) of Sastry Award. 

,, I want to repeat that I have reviewed the finding of the Enquiry Officer Ext 
M 16, based on Ext, M 20, M 25 and M2, against my wishes only on the imita- 
tion and insistence of the Bank, and therefore, it would not be open to the Bank 
to allege that I acted as an appellate Court and sat on appeal over the findings 
of the Enquiry Officer. 


45. After having held that the enquiry was not fair and proper and in accord- 
ance with natural justice and the enquiry report suffers from many infirmities 
and after having further considered the merits of the case, as desired by the 
Bank, and at the request of the Bank, with the consent of the concerned work- 
man. and, having found that Charge No. 1 has not been proved, and, therefore, 
the gross misconduct’ of Shn Prasad had not been established it follows there- 
fore that his discharge by Ext. M 17 was Illegal and unjustified, and, therefore 
must be set aside. ’ 


I may mention that except Exts. M 2, M 20 and M 25 on which alone reliance 
was placed by the Bank there Is no other evidence before the Tribunal which 
It could consider on merits, as the depositions of PWS 23, 29 and 30 before the 
Sessions Court have already been discorded by the Bank Itself. 

40. Shri Barua, however, placed very strong reliance on a decision of the 
Supreme Court, as mentioned earlier, in Workmen of the Motipur Sugar Factory 
FVi«<ite Ltd. Vs. Motipur Sugar Factory Private Ltd. AIR 1965 SC ] 803^1966 
., H 1 S c ° n *, entio , n , was ' as mentioned in his petition filed on 21st March 
1986 that if the Tribunal holds that the enquiry was defective or irregular, the 
® hould . n <rt be given a fresh opportunity to adduce evidence to prove its 
case, as required in this Motipur Sugar Factory Case. 1 
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Wanchoo J, Speaking lor the Court, in paras 
1966 B.L.J.ft. 258 at pages 264 and 265-260 said: 


11 and 12 In the aforesaid case in 


"11 It is now well settled by a number of decisions of this Court that 
where an employer has failed to make an enquiry before dismissing 
or discharging a workman it is open to him to justify the action be- 
fore the tribunal by leading all relevant evidence before it.* * 

"12 If it Is held that in cases where the employer dismisses his employee 
without holding an enquiry the dismissal must be set aside by the 
industrial tribunal only on that ground it would Inevitably mean that 
the employer will immediately proceed to hold the enquiry and pass 
an order dismissing the empoyee once again. In that case, another 
industrial dispute would arise and the employer would be entitled to 
rely upon the enquiry which he had held in the meantime. This 
course would mean delay and on the second occasion it will entitle 
the employer to claim the benefit of the domestic enquiry. On the 
other hand, if in such cases the employer is given an opportunity to 
justify the impugned dismissal on the merits, the employee has the 
advantage of having the merits of his case being considered by the 
tribunal for itself and that clearly would be to the benefit of the 
employee. That is why this Court has consistently held that if the 
domestic enquiry is irregular, invalid or improper, the tribunal may 
give an opportunity to the employer to prone his case and in doing 
so, the tribunal tries the merits itself. This view is consistent with 
the approach which industrial adjudication generally adopts with a 
view to do justice between the parties without relying too much on 
technical considerations and with the object of avoiding delay in the 
disposal of industrial disputes. Therefore, we are satisfied that no 
distinction can be made between cases where the enquiry has in fact 
been held. We must therefore reject the contention that as there 
was no enquiry in. this case it was not open to the respondent to 
justify the discharge before the tribunal.” 


In my opinion, the above case has no application here for the simple reason 
that the Bank in the instant case, did make an enquiry before discharging Shri 
Prasad with effect from 18th July, 1960. Here, there was a chargesheet Ex t. M 21, 
there was an enquiry Into it, there was an enquiry report Ext. M 16 and after 
that, when Shri Prasad was found guilty of gross misconduct at the said enquiry, 
he was discharged. Before the Tribunal Shri Baraa did not examine any witness 
nOr did he produce any fresh document though he was given ample opportunity 
to do so by the Tribunal; on the other hand, Shri Barua filed a petition on 12th 
March, 1966 to the effect that the Bank did not propose to examine any witness 
before the Tribunal either regarding charge No. ] or Charge No. 2, for the reason 
given therein. On the same day. Shri Prasad also later filed a petition that he 
also did not wish to examine himself or any witness or adduce any evidence. 
In these circumstances, before the Tribunal there is no other evidence, except 
the enquiry papers at the domestic 'enquiry. The position, therefore, is that the 
Bank did not produce any evidence oral or documentary before the Tribunal 
to justify the discharge of Shri Prasad on merits and on the enquiry papers, 
which have only been filed before the Tribunal, the Tribunal has come to the 
conclusion, on a consideration, of the evidence, as asked for by the Bank itself, 
that charge No. 1 has not been proved, and charge No. 2 was given up and not 
pressed, and, therefore, the gross misconduct of the concerned workman had 
not been established and as such the Tribunal has no other alternative but to 
hold that Shri Prasad's discharge was unjustified and that inevitably leads to 
an order of his reinstatement and payment of wages during the period of his 
forced unemployment. 


47. I may observe again that the present enquiry was nothing but a big force 
and a great hoax and a great fraud on law and a sham and an empty formality 
for the reasons given earlier. To guard against such enquiry, in Associated 
Cement Companies Ltd. Vs, Their Workmen and another, 1963(11) L.L. J. 397 
His Lordship Gajendragadkar J., (as then he was), speaking for the Court, at 
page 400, observed: ■' 

"As we have repeatedly emphasized, domestic enquiries must be conducted 
honestly and bona fide with a view to determine whether the charge 
framed against a particular employee is proved or not, and so care 
must be taken to see that these enquiries do not become empty for- 
malities.” 


The instant case is a gloring example of deliberate violation of the above 
principles, in that, the enquiry was conducted by an Officer who had closed, 
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preconceived, predetermined, prejudiced and biased mind and who allowed his - 
decision to be swayed by his Bosses and who played into their hands to please 
them not at all caring for his own conscience. He completely surredeied his- 
conscience to his Bosses and allowed his findings to be amended and approved by* 
his Bosses. Such a thing is unheard of, 

48. I would, however, be disappointing Shrl Barua, if I do not deal with the 
English case, on which he strongly relied, in connection with the domestic 
enquiry He particularly relied on the following observations in Maclean Vs. 
The Workers’ Union, (1929) I Ch. 602 of Maugham, J„ at pages C20-621. 

“Speaking generally, it is useful to bear in mind the very wide differences 
between the principles applicable to courts of justice and those 
applicable to domestic tribuna's. In the former the accused is 
entitled to be tried by the judge according to the evidence legally 
adduced and has a right to be represented by a skilled legal Advo- 
cate, All the procedure of a modern trial, including examination 
and cross-examination of witnesses and the summing up, if any, is, 
based on these two circumstances. A domestic tribunal is in general 
a tribunal composed of laymen. It has no power to administer an 
oath and, a circumstance which is perhaps of greater importance, 
no party has the power to compel the attendance of witnesses. It 
is not bound by the rules of evidence, it is indeed probably ignorant 
of them. It may act, and it sometimes must act, on mere hearsay, 
and in many cases the members present or some of them (like an 
English jury in ancient days) are themselves both the witnesses 
and the judges, Before such a tribunal counsel have no right of 
audience and there are no effective means for testing by cross- 
examination the truth of the statements that may be made. The 
members of the tribunal may have been discussing the matter for 
weeks with the persons not present at the hearing, and there is no 
one even to warn them of the danger of acting oh the preconceived 
views.” 

In my opinion, this just mentioned English case has no application to the 
facts of 'the present case for the simple reason that here the domestic enquiry 
was presided over not by a layman, but by no less a person than the Chief Agent, 
Central Bank of India, Indore, and it was for the Bank to produce its witnesses, 
and, therefore, the question of summoning witnesses did not arise. Shri Barua 
relied on this case to All up the lacuna: to supply the reason as to why the 
witnesses, whose depositions before the Sessions Court had been filed before the 
Enquiry Officer, were not examined before the Enquiry Officer; but. unfortuna- 
tely. nothing has been shown to me nor anything has been brought to my notice 
to show that Shri Barua made any grievance before the Enquiry Officer that he 
wanted to examine the witnesses, whoso depositions had been filed by him. 
but those witnesses were not coming forward to give evidence before the Enquiry 
Officer, and, therefore, they should be summoned by him. I do not think, there- 
fore, that this case is of any assistance to Shri Barua. Even before this Tribunal, 
which has got the power to summon witnesses and all the powers of the Civil 
Court for summoning witnesses, the Bank did not like to examine any witness,, 
although ample opportunity was given to it by the Tribunal to do so. In these 
circumstances, I do not think that there is any substance in this contention of 
Shri Barua. 


Re: (5): 

49. Shri Prasad contended that the finding of the Enquiry Officer Ext. Miff 
was perverse because if all the evidences relied upon by him were excluded, no 
evidence was left, and, therefore, his finding was not supported by any legal evi- 
dence. He further contended that Ext, M29 is a Municipal receipt dated 2nd 
February' 1955 for licence fee for Flour Mill for 1954-55; Ext. M30 is a Verifica- 
tion certificate No. 84 dated 11th January 1955 regarding Umesh Flour Mill, Prop. 
Harl Shankar Prasad, his brother; Ext. M31 is Treasury Chalan, dated 21st 
November 1957 regarding Umesh Flour Mill in the name of Harl Shankar Prasad, 
his brother; Ext. M32 Is Jail Superintendent’s Order, dated 23rd June 1956 for 
grinding 50 mounds of wheat issued to Shri Harl Shankar Prasad, his brother, 
and the chargesheet Ext. M21 was issued to Shri Prasad on 5th April 1953 
following the Show Cause Notice dated 13th January 1958 Ext. M19; but the 
Enquiry Officer went against these exhibits, which clearly shows that his report is 
against the weight of evidence, and. therefore, it Is perverse. It was further said 
that P.W. 31 Shri Moni Bhusan Roy, Inspector of Police, who was the Investi- 
gating Officer, whose evidence has been quoted earlier, at page 170, of Ext. M33 
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stated that he searched the house of Hari Shankar Prasad, the brother of the con- 
cerned workman, from where he found documents from 2nd May 1947 to 31st 
July 1949 regarding Shankar Rickshaw Factory, but, later on, at page 192, P.W, 31 
admitted that those documents were missing from the Police Mglkhana.and on 
his evidence nothing was found from the house of the concerned workman. He 
further contended that the observation of the Hon'ble High Court quoted earlier, 
is no finding regarding business of the concerned workman; and, therefore, for 
these reasons the enquiry report Ext, Ml 6 was entirely perverse. I think there 
is great force in these contentions, because, as I have stated earlier, the Enquiry 
Officer has relied on the evidence of those witnesses for proving charge No- 1, with 
which alone we are concerned, whose evidences were discarded by the Hon’ble 
High Court and, he either did not consider or reject the evidence furnished by 
Shri Prasad in the shape of Exts. M29, M30, M31 and M32 and did not take into 
consideration also the important evidence of P.W. 31, at pages 170 and 192, in Ext. 
M33. He relied very much on the observation of the Hon’ble High Court treating 
it as a finding regarding the business of the concerned workman, when his busi- 
ness was not the subject-matter of the dispute before the Hon’ble High Court 
before His Lordship, as shown before. His Lordship’s observation was in con- 
nection with another matter, but, unfortunately, that observation has been, 
divorced from the context and used in isolation against the concerned workman 
for the present purpose, which could not legally be done- I, therefore, hold that 
the Enquiry Report, Ext, M16, which was a cooked up and got up one, as will 
appear from Exts. W3, W4, W7, W8, W9 and W10, which have been referred to 
before, and discussed in detail, because the Enquiry Officer was not an indepen- 
dent and impartial person but entirely at the beck and call of his Bosses— 
Sarvashri F. C. Cooper and N, A. Wazifdar, ‘the two topmost Officials of the Head 
Office of the Bank at Bombay — and was moving on dictations of his Bosses, and 
he produced the enquiry report, Ext. M16 as if made to order, and tailored to 
their needs, and sent it for perusal on Iffih June 1960 to Shrl Cooper under Ext. 
W8 as ordered on 7th June 1960 by Ext. W7 by Shri F. C. Cooper, (the date 17th 
June 1960 seems to be a mistake for 7th June I960 as there is a reference to Ext. 
W7 in Ext. W8) and then it was approved by Shri F. C. Cooper on 17th June 1900 
by Ext. W10, and he did as directed to do by the higher authorities and he com- 
pletely surrendered his conscious to them and did not apply independently and 
impatrially his mind to the evidence on the record, but he was determined any 
pect of Charge No. 1, with which we are now concerned, and to discharge the 
how to return an affirmative finding as to Shri Prasad’s gross misconduct m res- 
cor.cerned workman, as directed in Ext. W3. There can be no doubt that the 
present enquiry was a pre-judged enquiry to get rid of Shri Prasad. For these 
reasons the enquiry report Ext. M16 must be rejected as it was as a result of viola- 
tion of natural justice. 


50. It was then contended by Shri Prasad that the Enquiry Officer had no 
jurisdiction either to issue a notice, as he did, as it will appear from Ext. M35, and 
to ask Shri Prasad to show cause as to why he should not be discharged from 
Bank’s Service, or to discharge him from Bank’s Service as will appear 
from Ext, M36, and it was the Chief Agent, who was the appointing 
authority, and, therefore, he was the appropriate authority to dis- 
miss him. It appears, however, from Ext. M17 that on 18th July I960, the Chief 
Agent Issued a letter to the concerned workman Ext. M17 informing him that in 
accordance with the punishment awarded by the Enquiry Officer he was dis- 
charged from the Bank’s service with immediate effect, and, therefore, the dis- 
charge of the concerned workman was effective from 18th July 1960 by’virtue of 
the order of the Chief Agent and admittedly the Chief Agent had the power to 
discharge him. It is true that Ext. M35 and Ext, M36 do show as alleged by the 
workman concerned, but, in my opinion, taking thorn together or separately they 
cannot bo construed to be letters of discharge, when "admittedly the Enquiry 
Officer had no power to discharge the concerned workman, I would, therefore 
hold that the letter of discharge Ext. M17 was issued by the Chief Agent on 18th 
July 1960; and Exts. M35 and M36 are not in reality letters of discharge because 
the Enquiry Officer had no power to discharge the concerned workman, and, there- 
fore, there was no defect in the order of discharge Ext. M17 issued against Shri 
Prasad on 18th July 1960. 


51. For the reasons given above, I, therefore, answer the reference bv hnlffW 
that the management of the Central Bank of India, Ltd. was not iustifledin dfs® 
charging Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad, Assistant Cashier of the Muzaffmpur Branch 
of the Central Bank of India Ltd., with effect from 18th July 1900, and his dis- 
charge is not only unjustified but illegal and in violation of the principles of 
natural justice, and, therefore, his discharge is set aside and he is reinstated to his 
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previous job with full back wages and other benefits to which he may be entitled 
with effect from 18th July I960 till the date of his reinstatement with continuity 
of service. 

62. Before I - close, however, I wish to record my appreciation of the great 
assistance, which I have received from Shri N. L. Barua, representative of the 
Bank and from Shri Shiv Shankar Prasad, the concerned workman, representing 
himself and his union, both of whom, although not Lawyers, have argued their 
respective cases with great ability and thoroughness and convincingly, as far as 
they could, so as not to make the Tribunal feel the absence of any party being 
not represented by any lawyer. 

53. This award must be implemented within one month from the date of 
.publication of this award under Section 17 of the Act when it becomes enforceable 
under Section 17A of the Act. 

54. This is the award which 1 make and submit to the Central Government 
under Section 15 of the Act. 


(Sd.) Raj Kishohe Prasad, 
Presiding Officer, 

Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad. 

[No. F. 51(8)/85-LRIV.] 


ORDER 

New Delhi , the 3rd August 1966 

S.O. 2434. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between Chipping and Painting Contractors and their workmen in 
respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed: — 

And, Whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial 
Tribunal, Calcutta constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the demand for payment of Profit Sharing Bonus on behalf of the 
listed Chipping and Painting workers employed at Calcutta Port is 
justified and if so at what rate and from what date should the“same 
be paid? 


[No. 28/ 54/ 66-LRIV.] 

A. L. HANDA, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 3rd August 1966 

S.O. 2435. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 44 of the War Injuries 
Scheme, 1942, the Central Government hereby directs that, with effect from the 
1st April, 1960 and until further orders, the following further temporary increases 
shall be made in the rates of disability pensions, family pensions and children's 
allowances admissible under the said Scheme, namely: — 

(a) in the case of disability pension and family pension at the rate of Rs. 4 

per month in each case; 

(b) in the case of children’s allowances at the rate of Rs. 2 per month per 

child. 

The above increases shall he subject to — 

(i) the limitation laid down in sub-clause (2) of clause 32 of the said 

Scheme; 
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(ii) the condition that the amount of family pension or children's allowances 

or both in respect of a qualifying injury is one for which relief may 
be given on a higher scale; 

(iii) a maximum of Rs. 21.50 paise if the injury is not one for which relief 

may be given at the higher scale. 

[No. F. 19/2/65-PL.] 


S. O. 2436 . — In exorcise of the powers conferred by section 14 of the Maternity Benefit Act 
lt)6i (53 of 1961) and in supersession of the notification of the Government of India in the Mi- 
nistry of Labour and Employment No. S.O. 3086 dated the 19th October, 1963, the Central Go- 
vernment hereby appoints the officers of the Coal Mines Welfare Organisation specified in column 

(2) of the Table below as Inspectors for the purposes of the Maternity Benefit Act, 1961 and they 
shall exercise their functions within the areas specified in the corresponding entry in column 

(3) thereof, namely : — . 

Taupe 


SI. Name and designation 

No. 


1 Shri A. P. Connolly, Deputy Coal Mines 

Welfare Commissioner. 

2 Shri P. R. Klmndekar, Welfare Inspector. 

3 Miss S. K. Mmik, Welfare Inspector. 

4 Shri Shyam Chandra, Welfaro Inspector. 

5 Shri L. P. Stnha, Welfare, Inspector. 

6 ShriR. C. Ram, Assistant, Inspector 
Labour Welfare. 

7 Shri A. K. Mitra, Assistant Inspector. 

Labour Welfare. 

S Shri H. M. Singh, Assistant, Inspector 
Labour Welfare. 

9 Shri J. N- Pandey, Assistant, Inspector 
Labour Welfare. 

to Miss S. Mathur, Assistant Inspector 
Labour Welfare. 

11 Shri D. Kumar, Assistant Inspector 

Labour Welfare. 

12 Shri B. S- Bhaduria, Assistant Inspector 

Labour Welfare. 


13 Shri M. P. Singh, Welfare Organiser. 

14 Shri K. D. Duara, Assistant Inspector 

Labour Welfare. 

15 Shri S. S. Saneya, Junior Assistant Ins- 

pector Labour Welfare. 

16 Shri M. R. Nagar, Junior Assistant Ins- 

pector Labour Welfare. 

17 Shri Adhya Saran Singh, Assistant Wel- 
fare Organiser. 

18 Shri B. N. Sinha, Assistant Inspector 

Labour Welfare. 

19 Shri H. G. Lai Agarwal, Assistant Wel- 

fare Organiser, 

20 Shri N. 1 J . Sharma, Welfare Organiser. 

21 Sim Bhiya Rimchandra Prasad, Assistant 

Inspector Labour Welfare. 

22 Shri Radhey Lall, Adult Education Ins- 

tructor. 


Jurisdiction 


All Coal Mines throughout India. 

All Coal Mines in Bihar and Orissa Coal- 
fields. 

All Coal Mines in West Bengal and Assam 
Coalfields. 

AH Coal Mines in Andhra Pradesh and 
Chanda Coalfields. 

All Coal Mines in Madhya Pradesh Coalfields. 

Coal Mines in Jharia, Coalfields- 

Aii Coal Alines in the Coalfield known as. 
Bokaro Coalfield. _ 

Coal Mines in Jharia Coalfield and Coal 
Mines in Giridih Sub-Division. 

Coal Mines in Raniganj Coalfield. 

Coal Mines in Raniganj, Coalfield. 

Coal Mines in Raniganj, Coalfield. 

Coal Mines in Mugma Coalfield and Coal 
Mines situated in Jainty, Sahurjuri and 
Rajmahal Coalfields in the districts of 
Santhal Parganas, 

All Coal mines in Vindhya Pradesh Coal- 
field as well as Korba field. 

Coal Alines in Assam Coalfield. 

Coal Mines in Raniganj, Coalfield. 

Coal Mines in Jharia Coalfield. 

Coal Alines situated in Orissa. 

Coal Mines in Jharia Coalfield. 

Coal Mines situated in Ramgarh Karan- 
pura plus coal mines situated in Ranch 
and Daitanganj Districts. 

Coal Mines in Jharia Coalfield. 

Coal Mines in Korea Coalfield. 

Coal Mines in Rajasthan Coalfield. 


[No. F. i2(9)/63-HI] 

S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 4th August 1966 

S.O. 2437 ,. — Whereas the Government of Kerala has, in pursuance of clause (d) 
of section 4 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), nominated 
Shri C. K. Kbchukoshy, Secretary to the Government of Kerala, Health and 
Labour Department to represent that State on the Employees’ State Insurance 
Corporation in place of Shri A. Scthumadhava Menon; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 4 of the Employees’ State Insurance 
Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby makes the following 
further amendment in the notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Labour and Employment No- S.O. 1879, dated the 11th June, 1962, 
namely: — 

In the said notification, under the heading “[Nominated by the State Govern- 
ments under clause (d) of section]” for the entry against item 12, the following 
entry shall be substituted, namely:— 

“Shri C. K. Kochukoshy, Secretary to the Government of Kerala, Health 
and Labour Department, Trivandrum.” 

[No. F. 3/15/66-HI.] 

S.O. 2438. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 73F of Employees’ 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), and having regard to the location oi the 
factory in an implemented area, the Central Government, hereby exempts the 
Central Jail Industrial Section, Central Jail, Madras, from the payment^ of the 
employers’ special contribution leviable under Chapter VA of the said Acd for a 
further period of one year with effect from the 12th August, 1906- 

[No. F. 6(69)85-HL] 

S.O. 2439. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 88 of the Employees’ 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby exempts 
for the period upto and including the 14th January, 1967, the following Central 
Government employees, now on deputation, with Messrs Hindustan Housing 
Factory Limited, New Delhi, from the operation of the said Act, namely: — 

SI. No, Name of the employees Designation 

1. Shri U. C. Mittal. Stenographer. 

2. Shri Jyotl Prasad. Despatch Supervisor. 

3. Shri O. P. Bhatia, Junior Accountant. 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following conditions, namely: — 

(i) the aforesaid factory shall maintain a register showing the names and 
designations of the exempted employees; and 

(ff) that, notwithstanding this exemption, the exempted employees shall 
continue to receive such benefits under the said Act to which they 
might have qualified on the basis of contributions paid before the 
date of exemption. 

[No. F. 6(17)/86-HL] 

S.O. 2440. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 88 of the Employees’ 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby exempts 
Shri B. R. Gupta, Stenographer a Central Government employee on deputation 
with Messrs. Hindustan Housing Factory Ltd., New Delhi from the operation of 
the said Act for the period from the date of issue of this notification upto and 
Including the 14th January, 1987. 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following conditions, namely: — 

(i) the aforesaid factory shall ^maintain a register showing the name and 

designation of the exempted employee; and 

(ii) that, notwithstanding this exemption, the employee shall continue to 

receive such benefits under the said Act to which he might have 
qualified on the basis of contribution paid before the date of 
exemption. 


[No. F. 0(17)/00-HI,J 
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New Delhi, the 5th August 1966 

S.O. 2441.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as M/s. 
R. H. Windsor (India) Limited, Plot E-G, U. Road, Thana Industrial Estate, Thana 
have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 
of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (£) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act tb the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of 
June, 1966. f 

[No. 8/2/06/PF.II.] 


New Delhi, the 6th August 1966 

S O. 2442. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known os M/s. 
Killick Industrial Services Private Limited, Killick Industrial Estate, Kurla Powai 
Roadj Chandivali, Bombay-70 have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; I 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st May of 
January, 1966. I 


[No. 8/2/66/PF.II.] 

S.O. 2443. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as M/s. 
Diners’ Club (India) Private Limited, Vulcan Insurance Building, V.N. Road, 
Bombay- 1, have agreed thut the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
Act, 1952 (1,9 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the pro- 
visions of the said Act to the said establishment. . 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of 
April, 1965. 

[No. 8/2/06/PF.II. ] 

S.O. 2444.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as M/s. 
Khwaja Commercial Corporation, 307, Abdul Rehman Street, Bombay-3, have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 
1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come Into force on the 1st day of 
November, 1965. i 

[No. 8/2/66/PF.IL] 

S.O. 2445— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as M/s. 
Menzcs Air Travel, Panjim (Goa), Rua 5, Tome Panjim, Goa have agreed that 
(he provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should! 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
ihe said Act to the said establishment. 
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This notification shell be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of 
August, 1964. 


[No. 8/2/66/PF.IL] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy.. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 6th August 1966 

S O. 2446. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of section 5A 
of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, IMS, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints the Deputy Chairman, Madras Dock Labour Board as a 
member of the Madras Dock Labour Board vice Secretary, Madras Port Tru^[_and 
makes the following further amendment in the notification of the Government of 
India in the late Ministry of Labour and Employment No. S.O. 310, dated the 14th 
January, 1965, namely: — 

In the said notification, under the heading ''Members representing the Central 
Government”, for the entry against item (3), the following entry shall be substi- 
tuted, namely: — - 

“The Deputy Chairman, Madras Dock Labour Board.” 


[No. 524/21/03-Fac.] 
K. D. HAJELA, Under Secy. 


(Department of Rehabilitation) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

New Delhi, the 30 th July 1966 

S.O. 2447. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-Section (i) of Section 
<3 of the Administration of Evacuee Property Act, 1950 (XXXI of 1950), the 
Central Government hereby appoints for the State of Rajasthan, Shri N. B. 
Gorwaney, Settlement Officer in the office of the Regional Settlement Com- 
missioner, Rajasthan, Jaipur as Deputy Custodian for the purpose of discharging 
the duties imposed on custodian by or under the said Act with immediate effect. 

[No. 0(2)AGZ/60.] 

New Delhi, the 3rd August 1966 

S.O. 2448. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-Section (I) of Section 
3 of the Displaced Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1954, (No. 44 
of 1954), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri P. K. Chopra as Assistant 
Settlement Officer for the purpose of performing the functions assigned to such 
officers by or under the said Act with effect from the afternoon of the 16th July, 
1966. 

[No. 8/8B/AGZ/660 
A. G. VASWANI. 

Settlement Commissioner (A) & Ex-Officio, Under Secy. 
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